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Testimony in SUPPORT of HB2502 SD1 PROPOSED
RELATING TO HEALTH.

SEN. ROSALYN H. BAKER, CHAIR
SENATE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, CONSUMER PROTECTION, AND HEALTH

Hearing Date: June 25, 2020 Room Number: 229

Fiscal Implications: Undetermined appropriation to capitalize the travelers screening special
fund, and a minimum ceiling of an undetermined amount to maintain operations for an extended

time period or otherwise prepare for a future pandemic response.

Department Testimony: The Department of Health supports HB2502 SD1 PROPOSED if and

only if sufficient funding is provided.

The purpose of HB2502 SD1 PROPOSED is to temporarily establish emergency authority and
infrastructure for enhanced disease surveillance applicable to travelers at State ports of entry
when there is a potential for epidemic or serious outbreak of communicable or dangerous

disease.

The World Health Organization has made six formal declarations of Public Health Emergency of
International Concern (“pandemics”) since 2009, the most recent and far reaching being COVID
on January 30, 2020. Factors such as rapid population rise, increasing urbanization and
migration, climate change, and faster more affordable regional and global transportation may set
the stage for more frequent pandemics. COVID has demonstrated that a swift and robust public
health response is critical to life safety, as proven by jurisdictions like New Zealand, Japan,

South Korea, and of course Hawaii.

The authorities established by HB2502 SD1 PROPOSED enable the Director of Health to
implement protocols similar to those in effect as of June 2020 for the COVID pandemic that are
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credited with flattening Hawaii’s epidemic curve such as physical distancing in public places,
hygiene procedures, wearing of facial coverings, mandatory quarantine, and contact tracing.

The department acknowledges that the proposed public health emergency authority protocols
may disrupt routine life, including economic and social activity, but are an important tool when

widespread community health and life safety is the highest priority.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify.
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Aloha Chair Baker and Members of the Commaittee:

As an individual member of the Kaua‘li County Council, I have concerns that
the language in HB 2502, Proposed SD1, represents an overreach of authority. I do
support the need for legislation that provides a clear pathway for managing
infectious diseases. I respectfully ask that amendments are made to not place such
unquestionable authority to a non-elected official for such extensive and intrusive
intervention into the health and well-being of the citizens (Part II, Sec. 2).

The broad wording in this proposal creates the policy environment for
Marshall Law and an extreme intrusion on civil liberties. There is too much
authority being given to the unelected Director of Health or the State to rescind so
much personal freedoms. The bill gives this director police powers to separate
families, confinement against individual will for undetermined length, and vaguely
defined powers such as “take other actions” and phrases like “wherever necessary.”
The ninety-day window could be repeatedly extended. There is convenience in
having this level of control. There is no defined numerical thresholds of
communicable or dangerous diseases. (Part I1I section 3)

This week, the U.S. Department of Justice quickly rendered the attached
opinion on Carmichael vs. Ige that Hawai‘i actions of 14-Day Quarantine violates
Constitutional Civil Rights. The likelihood of another lawsuit against the State of
Hawai‘i with this even more invasive policy is almost certain. We must balance the
interests of individual freedoms with health concerns. Many citizens have alerted
me with alarm. Much of the broad authority in this bill needs careful consideration
for our islands whose governance is based on the rights of a free society.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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Thank you for this opportunity to comment on HB 2502, Proposed SDI.
Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me or Council Services
Staff at (808) 241-4188.

Sincerely,

Jelieia (feoden

FELICIA COWDEN

Councilmember, Kaua‘i County Council

AMK:mn
Attachment
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STATEMENT OF INTEREST ON BEHALF OF THE UNITED STATES

The United States of America respectfully files this Statement of Interest
under 28 U.S.C. § 517, which authorizes the Attorney General “to attend to the
interests of the United States in a suit pending in a court of the United States.” The
United States has a substantial interest in the preservation of its citizens’
constitutional rights, including the guarantee tﬁat “[t]he Citizens of each State shall
be entitled to all Privileges and Immunities of Citizens in the several States.” U.S.
Const., art. IV, § 2. Especially in the midst of the COVID-19 pandemic, the United
States also has a strong interest in ensuring the development and maintenance of the
best possible public-health strategies to combat the virus and protect the people of
the United States from harm. This case raises issues of national public importance
regarding the interplay between the government’s compelling interest in protecting
the public and citizens’ constitutional rights.

INTRODUCTION

In the midst of the COVID-19 pandemic, the state and federal governments
have a shared interest in promoting the best possible public-health strategies to
combat the virus to protect the people of the United States from harm. But that
interest does not justify government restrictions that violate the Constitution.
Indeed, action that infringes upon constitutional rights is likely to erode public
confidence in, and compliance with, legitimate efforts taken to address the COVID-
19 pandemic.

Here, Hawaii likely has transgressed the Constitution’s limits by effectively

discriminating between Hawaii residents and out-of-state residents with respect to
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“the Privileges and Immunities of Citizens in the several States.” U.S. Const., art.
IV, § 2. Persons who travel into Hawaii must self-quarantine for 14 days before they
can engage in trade, rent a vehicle, use ride-sharing services, or freely enjoy more
than one of their own properties. By contrast, those residing in the State who have
not recently ventured outside Hawaii generally face no such impediment to enjoying
the very same freedoms. That is true regardless of whether the Hawaii resident has
taken precautions or whether the out-of-stater hails from an area relatively unscathed
by the pandemic (such as Montana or Alaska) or a hotspot (such as New York City).
And this self-quarantine requirement has caused real harm to Hawaii’s tourist
industry, at a time when Americans most need their States to support efforts to
reopen businesses in a manner consistent with public health.

The Constitution does not permit the effective discrimination challenged in
this case. Although Hawaii may adopt reasonable measures to protect its residents
from the COVID-19 pandemic, it cannot impose measures that “in practical
operation” discriminate against out-of-state visitors, unless the measures are
substantially related to ensuring public safety. Chalker v. Birmingham & Nw. R.R.
Co., 249 U.S. 522, 527 (1919); see Hillside Dairy Inc. v. Lyons, 539 U.S. 59, 67
(2003). Hawaii’s sweeping self-quarantine mandate appears to be insufficiently
tailored to ensuring public safety. As such, it cannot be enforced under Article IV’s

Privileges and Immunities Clause.
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BACKGROUND'

Starting on March 4, 2020, the Governor of Hawaii has issued a series of
Proclamations in response to the COVID-19 pandemic. The latest one, his Ninth
Supplementary Proclamation, maintains a mandatory 14-day self-quarantine for
almost anyone entering Hawaii. Office of the Governor, Ninth Supplementary
Proclamation Related to the COVID-19 Emergency §IV.A (June 10, 2020)
(“Proclamation”).? Those subject to this self-quarantine mandate must confine
themselves at a single “designated quarantine location” within Hawaii and not leave
there for two weeks (unless they are departing from the State). /d. Nor may they
rent a car or use ride-sharing services. Id. § IV.D, E; see Hawaii Tourism Authority,
COVID-19: Mandatory 14-Day Quarantine for All Arriving Passengers (June 18,
2020).> Anyone who violates the self-quarantine mandate faces up to a year in jail

and a $5,000 fine. Proclamation § IV.F.

! The United States submits this statement of interest based on the facts alleged in
the complaint, assumed in the briefs, and reflected in the accompanying exhibits and
publicly available sources.

2 https://dod.hawaii.gov/hiema/files/2020/06/2006097A-ATG_Ninth-Supplementar
y-Proclamation-COVID-19-distribution-signed.pdf.

3 https://www.hawaiitourismauthority.org/news/alerts/covid-19-novel-coronavirus/
(last visited June 23, 2020).



Case 1:20-cv-00273-JAO-WRP Document 26 Filed 06/23/20 Page 8 of 21  PagelD #: 612

The mandate contains two exceptions. It does not cover those “entering the
State by recreational boats which have been at sea for at least 14 consecutive days
before entering State waters and have no persons on board who are ill or are
exhibiting symptoms of COVID-19.” Id. § IV.A. And it allows those who have
traveled to Hawaii “to perform critical infrastructure functions” to “break
quarantine” to perform those functions. Id.

Those in Hawaii “not subject to the traveler self-quarantine,” by contrast, are
free to travel throughout the State—including between islands—for a variety of
purposes. Id. § IILB; see id. § IV.B. For example, they may travel “to engage in,
receive or obtain goods or services” from businesses and operations the Governor
has permitted to operate; travel “to engage in minimum basic operations of
businesses” not allowed to operate; travel “for health and safety”; and engage in
“[o]utdoor exercise activities,” including swimming and surfing. Id. § IILB.

Moreover, the Governor has approved an Emergency Order issued by the City
and County of Honolulu that permits the reopening of numerous businesses. See
Office of the Mayor, City & County of Honolulu, City & County of Honolulu
Emergency Order No. 2020-15 (COVID-19 [Novel Coronavirus]) Amendment to

Ho ‘olulu I Honolulu 3.0 (June 3, 2020).* Thus, Hawaii residents who have not been

* https://governor.hawaii.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/ Amendment-to-Hooulu-
i-Honolulu-3.0.pdf.
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tested or quarantined may travel to Oahu from other islands within the State to
engage in a wide variety of activities, such as dining at bars and restaurants and
visiting museums, movie theaters, and gyms, but out-of-staters who test negative for
coronavirus are still subject to a 14-day quarantine.

In addition to contributing to the harm suffered by Hawaii’s tourism industry,
the self-quarantine mandate precludes out-of-staters who own properties in Hawaii
from taking advantage of opportunities available to Hawaii residents who have not
left the island since the onset of the pandemic. For example, Russell Hirsch, a
Nevada resident who owns both a house in Oahu as well as a farm on the Big Island
where he grows fruit trees, needs to travel to Hawaii to maintain his two properties.
Hirsch Decl. (ECF No. 12-9) 4 1-4. Specifically, Mr. Hirsch needs to tend to the
fruit trees on his farm and make electrical repairs to his house. Id. §4. He also fears
a possible lawsuit from his neighbor who wants the fruit trees gone, and would like
to visit his property to assess the situation. /d. 6. In addition, he wants to celebrate
his daughter’s recent graduation in the place where she grew up. Id. § 5. The self-
quarantine mandate makes it practically impossible for him to travel to Hawaii to
maintain his two properties, assess the potential of a lawsuit, and celebrate his
daughter’s graduation in the State. /d. § 7.

Mr. Hirsch, along with California residents who also own property in Hawaii

and a Hawaii resident who wants to travel to the mainland to visit her ailing
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grandmother, brought a constitutional challenge to the latest Proclamation. Among
other things, they contend that the self-quarantine mandate violates the constitutional
right to interstate travel and seek a temporary restraining order precluding its
enforcement. Another group of plaintiffs has filed a similar challenge before a
different Judge in this District, and the Governor has recently defended the
mandate’s constitutionality in that litigation. See ECF No. 19, For Our Rights v.

Ige, No. 1:20-cv-00268-DKW-RT (D. Haw.) (June 19, 2020) (“20-268 Opp.”).

ARGUMENT

Hawaii’s Effective Discrimination Against Out-Of-State Residents Likely
Violates Article IV’s Privileges And Immunities Clause.

A.  The Supreme Court has held that the Constitution protects a right to
travel from State to State. See Crandallv. Nevada, 73 U.S. 35, 44 (1868). This right
to travel consists of “three different components”: (1) an implied right “to enter and
to leave” a State, (2) an express right, guaranteed by the Privileges and Immunities
Clause of Article IV, “to be treated as a welcome visitor rather than an unfriendly
alien when temporarily present in the second State,” and (3) an express right,
guaranteed by the Privileges or Immunities Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment,
to “become a citizen of any State.” Saenz v. Roe, 526 U.S. 489, 500-03 (1999)

(citation and internal quotation marks omitted).
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This case involves the second component. The Privileges and Immunities
Clause of Article IV guarantees that “[t]he Citizens of each State shall be entitled to
all Privileges and Immunities of Citizens in the several States.” U.S. Const,, art. IV,
§ 2. As the Supreme Court has explained, this Clause “was designed to insure to a
citizen of State A who ventures into State B the same privileges which the citizens
of State B enjoy.” Toomer v. Witsell, 334 U.S. 385, 395 (1948). Among other
things, the Clause “insures to” citizens of one State “in other States the same freedom
possessed by the citizens of those States in the acquisition and enjoyment of property
and in the pursuit of happiness.” Paul v. Virginia, 75 U.S. 168, 180 (1868); see also
Saenz, 526 U.S. at 502 (noting that the Clause provides “protections for nonresidents
who enter a State whether to obtain employment, to procure medical services, or
even to engage in commercial shrimp fishing” (citations omitted)).

Here, Hawaii’s self-quarantine mandate effectively discriminates against out-
of-state residents. Under the Governor’s latest Proclamation, the many Hawaii
residents who have remained in the State since the onset of the pandemic—
regardless of whether they have self-quarantined within the last 14 days or ever—
are free to travel between the islands, maintain and freely enjoy their properties, and
engage in commerce with certain businesses. Out-of-staters like Mr. Hirsch, by
contrast, must self-quarantine in a single location for two weeks before they can

share in the same freedoms available to most Hawaii residents.
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The fact that the self-quarantine mandate also burdens some Hawaii
residents—namely, those who have recently traveled outside the State—does not
mean that the Governor’s scheme complies with the Privileges and Immunities
Clause. Contra 20-268 Opp. 14. To the contrary, a measure that is neutral on its
face—i.e., does not distinguish between residents and non-residents—may
nonetheless violate the Privileges and Immunities Clause when it has the “practical
effect” of discriminating against out-of-staters. Hillside Dairy, 539 U.S. at 67.

For example, in addressing California regulations that treated milk differently
depending on whether it originated from outside or inside the State, the Supreme
Court held that the “absence of an express statement in the [challenged] laws and
regulations identifying out-of-state citizenship as a basis for disparate treatment is
not a sufficient basis for rejecting” a claim under the Privileges and Immunities
Clause. Id. As the Court explained, it had previously “held that a Tennessee tax
imposed on a citizen and resident of Alabama for engaging in the business of
constructing a railroad in Tennessee violated the Privileges and Immunities Clause”
even though “[t]he tax did not on its face draw any distinction based on citizenship
or residence.” Id. (discussing Chalker v. Birmingham & Nw. R.R. Co.,249U.S. 522
(1919)). Because the tax “impose[d] a higher rate on persons who had their principal
offices out of State,” and because “‘the chief office of an individual is commonly in

the State of which he is a citizen,”” the Court “concluded that the practical effect of
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the provision was discriminatory.” Id. (emphasis added; citation omitted); cf. Healy
v. Beer Inst., 491 U.S. 324, 336 (1989) (state law may be invalid under the Dormant
Commerce Clause in some circumstances based on its “practical effect” alone).
Although the Supreme Court reserved the question whether “Chalker should be
interpreted as merely applying the Clause to classifications that are but proxies for
differential treatment against out-of-state residents, or as prohibiting any
classification with the practical effect of discriminating against such residents,”
either of those readings describe the classification here. Hillside Dairy, 539 U.S. at
67. For present purposes, a classification on the basis of entry into a State—whether
applied to milk or people—is analogous to a classification on the basis of the State
where one’s chief office is located, inasmuch as both effectively discriminate against
out-of-state residents.’

A district court in Maine reached the same conclusion in a challenge to a
similar 14-day self-quarantine mandate for anyone entering into that State. As the
court explained, “[a]lthough the quarantine rule purports a certain neutrality insofar

as it imposes a restriction on all who enter the state, including state residents, it

3 By one measure, nearly 85 percent of travelers to Hawaii were out-of-state visitors
rather than returning Hawaii residents. In 2018, the most recent year for which data
is available, there were 9,761,448 total travelers to Hawaii. Of that number, only
1,487,120 (roughly 15 percent) were returning Hawaii residents. See Hawaii
Department of Business, Economic Development & Tourism, Visitor Statistics,
Historical Visitor Statistics, Tables 6 & 11, https://dbedt.hawaii.gov/visitor/ (last
visited June 23, 2020).
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effectively discriminates among members of the public in practical application.”
Bayley’s Campground Inc. v. Mills, No. 2:20-CV-00176-LEW, 2020 WL 2791797,
at *10 (D. Me. May 29, 2020), appeal filed (1st Cir. June 9, 2020). And while the
Bayley’s court eventually concluded that the challengers had not shown a likelihood
of success on the merits “at this early stage” and “without a developed factual
record,” it acknowledged that they had “raised a very serious matter for judicial
resolution” and eventually “might be able to demonstrate a violation of the
Constitution.” Id. at *11, *12.

B.  The fact that the self-quarantine mandate appears to have the practical
effect of discriminating against out-of-state residents is not the end of the analysis,
however, for the Privileges and Immunities Clause “is not an absolute.” T oomer,
334 U.S. at 396. It “does not preclude discrimination against nonresidents where (i)
there is a substantial reason for the difference in treatment; and (ii) the discrimination
practiced against nonresidents bears a substantial relationship to the State’s
objective.” Supreme Court of New Hampshire v. Piper, 470 U.S. 274, 284 (1985);
see, e.g., Saenz, 526 U.S. at 502 (“There may be a substantial reason for requiring
the nonresident to pay more than the resident for a hunting license, or to enroll in the
state university” (citations omitted)). And in considering whether the effective
discrimination here is sufficiently tailored, the Court should not ignore the context

of the COVID-19 pandemic. The Constitution does not hobble States from taking

10
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necessary, temporary measures—including quarantines—to meet a genuine
emergency. See Jacobson v. Massachusetts, 197 U.S. 11, 29 (1905) (observing that
“[a]n American citizen arriving at an American port” on a ship that had cases of
yellow fever “may yet, in some circumstances, be held in quarantine against his
will”); Compagnie Francaise de Navigation a Vapeur v. Louisiana State Bd. of
Health, 186 U.S. 380, 397 (1902) (upholding Louisiana’s quarantine of healthy
passengers aboard a vessel during an outbreak of yellow fever against a Fourteenth
Amendment challenge).

But even during a pandemic, state actions undertaken in service of the public
health cannot be divorced from that end and cannot clearly infringe constitutional
rights. Thus, “if a statute purporting to have been enacted to promote the public
health, the public morals or the public safety, has no real or substantial relation to
those objects, or is, beyond all question, a plain, palpable invasion of rights secured
by the fundamental law, it is the duty of the courts to so adjudge, and thereby give
effect to the Constitution.” Jacobson, 197 U.S. at 31. At a minimum, state action
cannot be “exercised in particular circumstances and in reference to particular
persons” in “an arbitrary, unreasonable manner.” Id. at 28.

C. At least based on the evidence and argument presented thus far,
Hawaii’s effective discrimination against out-of-state residents does not appear

sufficiently tailored to ensuring public safety. Indeed, a federal court recently held

11
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that Kentucky travel restrictions issued in the wake of the COVID-19 pandemic
requiring both Kentucky and out-of-state residents who traveled into the
Commonwealth to self-quarantine for 14 days impermissibly infringed on the right
to interstate travel because its restrictions were inadequately “tailored to achieve the
government’s purpose.” Roberts v. Neace, No. 2:20CV054 (WOB-CJS), 2020 WL
2115358, at *5 (E.D. Ky. May 4, 2020). The same is true here: the Governor’s
mandate is both over- and underinclusive.

Take overinclusivity first. See Piper, 470 U.S. at 285 n.19 (holding that a
“markedly overinclusive” state residency requirement “does not bear a substantial
relationship to the State’s objective”). It is unclear why the Governor requires nearly
every person traveling to Hawaii to self-quarantine for 14 days before enjoying the
freedoms nearly every Hawaii resident enjoys. Had he imposed such a burden only
on residents from COVID-19 hot spots, such as New York City, this might be a
different case. But the Governor requires travelers from every corner of the Union
to quarantine themselves upon arrival, even if they hail from jurisdictions (such as
Alaska) that have fewer confirmed cases of COVID-19 than Hawaii does. See CDC,

Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19), Cases in the U.S.%

¢ https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/cases-updates/cases-in-us.html (last
visited June 23, 2020).

12
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Conversely, Hawaii’s scheme is also underinclusive. The Governor permits
every Hawaii resident who has stayed within state lines to enjoy the freedoms out-
of-staters must purchase at the price of a 14-day quarantine. It does not matter
whether the resident comes from, or has traveled through, Kauai County (29 cases)
or Honolulu County (568). Hawaii Department of Health, COVID-19: Current
Situation in Hawaii.” 1t does not matter whether the resident has recently traveled
by plane between the islands. It does not matter whether the resident has self-
quarantined recently or ever, undergone testing for COVID-19, or taken any other
precautionary measures. In general, Hawaii residents that have remained within the
State since the pandemic began enjoy certain freedoms regardless of individual
circumstances, including the ability to travel to Oahu to frequent bars, restaurants,
museums, movie theaters, or gyms. And even out-of-staters may break quarantine
to perform “critical infrastructure functions,” which covers a wide variety of
occupations. The “underinclusive” nature of the Governor’s regime is another strike
against it under the Constitution. Piper, 470 U.S. at 285 n.19.

Moreover, the Governor could use less restrictive means to advance his
interest in protecting public safety. See id. at 284 & n.17 (explaining that when

“deciding whether the discrimination bears a close or substantial relationship to the

7 https://health.hawaii.gov/coronavirusdisease2019/what-you-should-know/current-
situation-in-hawaii/ (last visited June 23, 2020).

13
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State’s objective, the Court has considered the availability of less restrictive means”
and that “the State may be required to achieve its legitimate goals without
unnecessarily discriminating against nonresidents”). To be clear, the United States
appreciates that Hawaii, unlike many other States, is generally reached by airplane,
which raises particular public-health concerns. See 20-268 Opp. 6-7. But that alone
cannot end the analysis, especially as the Governor does not subject those who travel
by air between islands (as opposed to between States) to the self-quarantine
mandate. The Governor is also considering whether to establish “‘travel corridors’
with certain international and mainland locations that have low COVID-19 case
levels.” Id. at 9. All of this suggests it is possible to address the risks associated
with air travel in a manner that is less burdensome for residents of the other 49 States.

More fundamentally, it appears that a close analogue to Hawaii—Alaska—is
able to protect public health through less restrictive means. Cf. Holt v. Hobbs, 574
U.S.352,368-69 (2015) (fact that other jurisdictions let inmates grow Y2-inch beards
is relevant to determining whether less-restrictive means are for accommodating
prisoner’s religious exercise). Alaska, like Hawaii, has a relatively low number of
COVID-19 cases. Alaska, like Hawalii, is typically reached by airplane. Alaska,

like Hawaii, imposes a 14-day self-quarantine mandate on those entering the State.
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Governor Mike Dunleavy, COVID-19 Mandate § 11 (June 5, 2020).> But Alaska,
unlike Hawaii, provides out-of-state residents with alternatives to the self-
quarantine: (i) they may produce test results showing they tested negative for
COVID-19 shortly before departing for Alaska, (ii) they may test for COVID-19
upon arrival in Alaska and self-quarantine until they receive a negative test result,
or (iii) they may provide evidence that they have tested positive for COVID-19 in
the past and have recovered. Id.

In light of Alaska’s regime, it is incumbent on the Governor to demonstrate
why Hawaii cannot adopt a similar framework that both promotes public safety
while not denying out-of-state residents the same freedoms in-state residents enjoy.
Although the Governor has indicated his intention to adopt a similar plan, he has not
done so yet.” The fact that “testing is relatively costly” is no explanation; as the
Governor admits, travelers could “bear the expense” in order to avoid the self-
quarantine mandate. See Declaration of Sarah Y. Park § 26, ECF No. 19-2, For Our
Rights (No. 1:20-cv-00268-DKW-RT). Hawaii’s “insufficient laboratory capacity”

deserves more consideration, id. § 25, but even that does not answer why thousands

8 https://covid19.alaska.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/06152020-COVID-MAN
DATE-010.pdf.

? See Ryan Kalei Tsuji et al, VIDEQO: Gov. David Ige and Aloha United Way's Lisa
Kimura Join the COVID-19 Care Conversation, STAR ADVERTISER (June 22, 2020),
https://www.staradvertiser.com/2020/06/22/breaking-news/watch-live-gov-david-
ige-and-aloha-united-ways-lisa-kimura-join-the-covid-19-care-conversation/.
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of untested Hawaii residents may travel to Oahu to visit museums, eat at bars and
restaurants, exercise at a gym of their choosing, and engage in other activities, while
out-of-staters who tested negative for COVID-19 before entering Hawaii cannot
engage in the same activities without unduly risking COVID-19 spread. Ultimately,
it appears the Governor simply wants to take a more cautious approach than his
Alaskan counterpart: he is concerned about “uncertainty” surrounding the accuracy
of antibody testing, the risk that such testing would fail to reveal infections from
traveling, and the fact Alaska has seen a rise in new cases since relaxing its self-
quarantine mandate. Id.; 20-268 Opp. 9. But that preference for a more cautious
approach, standing alone, cannot justify the Governor’s effective discrimination
against out-of-state residents at this time.

In short, while Hawaii’s Governor may take reasonable steps to protect public
safety during the COVID-19 pandemic, he must show that any measure imposed that
has the practical effect of discriminating against out-of-staters under the Privileges
and Immunities Clause bears a substantial relationship to that goal. As of now, he
has not done so.

//
//

//

1
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CONCLUSION
The Court should hold that the Hawaii Governor’s sweeping 14-day self-
quarantine mandate, which effectively discriminates against out-of-state residents,

likely violates Article IV’s Privileges and Immunities Clause.

DATED: June 23, 2020, at Honolulu, Hawaii.

Respectfully submitted,

ERIC S. DREIBAND
Assistant Attorney General

ALEXANDER V. MAUGERI
Deputy Assistant Attorney General

KENJI M. PRICE
United States Attorney

/s/ Sydney Spector
By

SYDNEY SPECTOR
Assistant United States Attorney

Attorneys for UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA
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HAWAII

, INFORMED

Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection and Health
Chair Senator Rosalyn Baker, and Senator Stanley Chang, Vice Chair
Hearing on HB 2502, HD1, SD1 proposed

9:30 am, Thursday, June 25, 2020
Conference Room 329
State Capitol
415 South Beretania Street

TESTIMONY STRONGLY OPPOSING HB2502, HD1, SD1 proposed

Dear Chair Senator Rosalyn Baker, and Senator Stanley Chang, Vice Chair,

Please accept this testimony STRONGLY OPPOSING HB 2502, HD1, SD1 proposed for the
following reasons:

1. Thereis no reason to believe that all legislators, city and county administrators, and

3.

other government officials will be subjected to these draconian testing requirements
even though they travel more than the average citizen thus making members of the
public true second-class citizens.

The Director of Health’s sole authority to declare a public health emergency without any
other governmental oversight is too broad and can lead to an abuse of power.

The excessive and unsupervised authority of the Director of Health is more broadly
stated on page 5, line 1, where he can “take other action as deemed necessary to
prevent, prepare for, respond to, mitigate and recover from a serious outbreak of
communicable or dangerous disease.” “Other action” can literally mean ANYTHING the
Director decides. The current director is not even a medical doctor and is an unelected
official who will do what he is told to do without regard to public opinion.



http://hawaiiforinformedconsent.com/

10.

11.

12.

The mandatory testing, contact tracing, quarantine, screening, testing, and isolation of
all travelers to the islands violate an individual’s US Constitutional rights including the
right to freely travel throughout the United States without being threatened with
excessive fines and the individual privacy rights stated in Hawaii’s Constitution.

The mandatory presentation of personal health demographic information can be
misused, improperly secured, improperly disposed or entered into a DOH or CDC
database without an individual’s knowledge or consent, for unknown reasons, kept for
any length of time, and used for undisclosed purposes.

The length of the emergency, even with a 90-day time limit, can be continuously
extended beyond the 90 days, essentially holding all people in Hawaii captive.

The adoption of the proposed section 325-A in HB 2502, HD1, SD1 as interim rules and
making these rules EXEMPT from the requirements of Chapter 91 and Chapter 201M
effectively prevents and removes the rights of all citizens of Hawaii from testifying and
participating in the rule making process.

The DOH’s authority will be too broad and unrestrained. This bill allows the DOH to
unilaterally amend the interim rules without allowing the public to participate or testify
as required by Chapter 91 and Chapter 201M. This will allow the DOH to make any rule
and or change any rule whenever it pleases, while the people will have no voice in the
process. The DOH cannot be allowed to have absolute power over the people, their
health, travel, school entry, employment or any other program that will be tied with the
proposed rules and requirements of HB 2502, HD1, SD1.

The $5000 penalty for violating any part of these rules are excessive and unfair
compared to fines for other misdemeanors.

The Traveler’s Screening special fund and the $5000 fine is an underhanded way of
stealing from tourists by having them pay for the costs of implementing this program
under the proposed rules of HB 2502, HD1, SD1. This is shameful and will ultimately
destroy the tourism industry rather than bring it back.

While HB 2502, HD1, SD1 states that all information will be confidential, but can be
shared with various government and other contracted entities, the bill does not
specifically include any fines or penalties for the DOH or its downstream contracted
entities for releasing or disclosing confidential information either purposefully or
accidentally, similar to the fines and penalties stated the HIPAA privacy laws.

Under the proposed rules under 325-2.5 (f) in HB 2502, HD1, SD1 any health-care
associated infection held by the department should be subjected to subpoena,
discovery or introduction as evidence in any civil or criminal proceeding. There is no
reason to hide information if it is true and accurate especially if it is not confidential




information and if the hospital was reimbursed from the Centers for Medicare and
Medicaid for services provided.

HFIC STRONGLY OPPOSES HB 2502, HD1, SD1 proposed.
Sincerely,

Teresa Chao founding member of HFIC
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HAWAI'l LODGING & TOURISM

ASSOCIATION
Testimony of

Mufi Hannemann
President & CEO
Hawai‘i Lodging & Tourism Association

Senate Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection, and Health
House Bill 2502 HD1 SD 1 Proposed

June 25, 2020

Dear Chair Baker and members of the Senate Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection, and
Health, mahalo for the opportunity to submit testimony on behalf of the Hawai‘i Lodging & Tourism
Association, the state’s largest private sector visitor industry organization.

The Hawai‘i Lodging & Tourism Association—nearly 700 members strong, representing more than
50,000 hotel rooms and nearly 40,000 lodging workers — is well aware of the need to implement
safeguards and standards to protect Hawai‘i’s residents from possible exposure to the COVID-19 virus
or any other communicable disease. For this reason, HLTA supports the current version of HB2502
HD1 SD1 proposed.

We are in a critical juncture where our community must shift our efforts from mitigation to one of
recovery. Our local economy is on the brink of collapse, and the tourism industry must begin to rebuild
if we are to avoid further damage to myriad business sectors. From the very beginning of the COVID-19
public health emergency, Hawai‘i’s tourism stakeholders have done their level best to comply with all
government mandates. We are cognizant of the need for a comprehensive screening program if we are to
reestablish trans-Pacific travel and believe that the funding provided through this legislation will bring
us one step closer to reopening.

As the bill is currently written, we appreciate that the monies designated are being allocated from the
TAT general fund and not from the monies earmarked to the counties or the tourism special fund. The
Hawai‘i Tourism Authority will play a critical role in our efforts to restore Hawai‘i’s tourism economy
and attract quality visitors back to our state in a resilient and sustainable manner. Any attempt to reduce
their funding would only be detrimental to the overarching effort to recover Hawai‘i’s economy, and
HLTA would not be able to support a measure that would do this.

Mahalo for the opportunity to provide this testimony.

Hawai’i Lodging & Tourism Association
2270 Kalakaua Avenue, Suite 1702, Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96815 - Phone: (808) 923-0407 - Fax: (808) 924-3843
info@hawaiilodging.org - www.hawaiilodging.org
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HPC

HAWAI‘l PRIMARY CARE ASSOCIATION

Testimony to the Senate Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection, and Health
Thursday, June 25, 2020; 9:30 a.m.
State Capitol, Conference Room 229

RE: HOUSE BILL NO. 2502, HOUSE DRAFT 1, PROPOSED SENATE DRAFT 1, RELATING TO
HEALTH.

Chair Baker, Vice Chair Chang, and Members of the Committee:

The Hawaii Primary Care Association (HPCA) is a 501(c)(3) organization established to advocate
for, expand access to, and sustain high quality care through the statewide network of Community Health
Centers throughout the State of Hawaii. The HPCA supports the intent of House Bill No. 2502, House
Draft 1, Proposed Senate Draft 1, RELATING TO HEALTH, and OFFERS PROPOSED AMENDMENTS for your
consideration.

By way of background, the HPCA represents Hawaii Federally-Qualified Health Centers (FQHCs).
FQHCs provide desperately needed medical services at the frontlines in rural and underserved
communities. Long considered champions for creating a more sustainable, integrated, and wellness-
oriented system of health, FQHCs provide a more efficient, more effective and more comprehensive
system of healthcare.

The bill, as received by your Committee, would allow the State Health Planning and Development
Agency to adopt as a criterion the relationship to the existing health care system of an area, including
the availability of workforce, as part of its certificate of need review.

The proposed Senate Draft 1, would authorize the Department of Health to screen, test, and
monitor travelers, establish penalties for noncompliance, and create a funding mechanism that would
utilize Transient Accommodations Tax revenues to implement this program.

At the outset, the HPCA supports the Proposed Senate Draft 1, to the extent that it would
establish the infrastructure to protect our citizenry from the spread of COVID-19 and other diseases
resulting from trans-Pacific travel to our State. This will be a vital component for the safe opening of our
borders during this unprecedented crisis.

ADD 1003 BISHOP STREET PAUAHI TOWER SUITE 1810 HONOLULU, HI 96813 TEL 808.536.8442 WEB HAWAIIPCA.NET
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Be that as it may, the HPCA wishes to draw your attention to a problem that has recently surfaced
concerning the State's efforts to protect its most vulnerable populations during the COVID crisis.
Following efforts on the federal level to relax regulations on telehealth in both Medicare and Medicaid,
the Governor suspended various statutes that specifically prohibited the use of telephone services from
telehealth coverage. Government agencies found that for many of the elderly especially in rural areas,
they do not have adequate access to computers, smart phones, and broadband connection to make
traditional telehealth methods feasible. Also, because of geographic isolation, many find their land line
telephone as their only link to health care providers. With the suspension of these statutes, the
Department of Human Services has been able to establish procedures that allow for telephone services
to be incorporated into the provision of health care services in Medicaid.

However, in recent weeks, two law suits have been filed seeking injunctive relief to stop the
Governor's emergency declaration. Because part of the argument the plaintiffs are making questions
whether the State continues to experience an emergency warranting the need for emergency powers, if
successful, the Courts could conceivably stop emergency actions in their entirety. If that should happen,
the suspension on the statutory provision prohibiting telephonic services under telehealth would cease
and the Department of Human Services would no longer be able to allow Medicaid coverage for
telehealth services provided by telephone. Furthermore, should this happen after Adjournment Sine Die
of the Hawaii State Legislature, nothing could be done until the Legislature reconvenes again in January.
Under that scenario, patients who rely on their land line telephone as their only means of obtaining
health care services would be cut off entirely until the law could be amended next year.

Furthermore, on Tuesday, the United States Department of Justice filed an amicus brief opining
that the Governor's Emergency Declaration violates, among other things, the Equal Protection Clause of
the U.S. Constitution in its enforcement of the 14-day quarantine for resident and non-resident travelers.
While the HPCA does not take any legal position on this, we note that the common law on this area is
gray in light of the U.S. Supreme Court's recent decision in South Bay United Pentecostal Church v. Gavin
Newsom, in which the Court determined on a 5 to 4 basis, that:

"Our Constitution principally entrusts 'the safety and the health of
the people' to the politically accountable officials of the States 'to guard
and protect’. When those officials 'undertake to act in areas fraught with
medical and scientific uncertainties,' their latitude 'must be especially
broad.' Where those broad limits are not exceeded, they should not be
subject to second-guessing by an 'unelected federal judiciary', which lacks
the background, competence, and expertise to assess public health and is
not accountable to the people.”

Arguably, the Hawaii Supreme Court is not bound to hold likewise in the pending litigation.
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Because of this, the HPCA requests consideration of amending this bill to add a new part that
would codify the suspension of the statutes that prohibit the use of telephone services under telehealth.
This would ensure that if the Emergency Declaration is stopped by injunctive or administrative action,
the Department of Human Services would continue to have the flexibility to allow telephonic services as
part of telehealth coverage until such time as those statutes could be amended by the Legislature next
year.

The HPCA is not asking for an expansion or change to what is currently allowed during the public
health emergency. We are merely asking that the Department be given the statutory flexibility to
continue to do what it already does even if the Courts decide differently.

It should be noted that the State of Colorado took similar action to repeal statutory prohibitions
on the use of telephone services as part of telehealth coverage just last week, and that the federal
government has made various representations on the need to continue the use of telephonic services
as part of telehealth after the conclusion of the public health emergency.

Language proposing a new part to the bill follows:

SECTION 1. Section 346-59.1, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by amending subsection (g) to read as follows:

"(g) For the purposes of this section:

"Distant site" means the location of the health care provider
delivering services through telehealth at the time the services are
provided.

"Health care provider" means a provider of services, as defined
in title 42 United States Code section 1395x(u), a provider of
medical and other health services, as defined in title 42 United
States Code section 1395x(s), other practitioners licensed by the

State and working within their scope of practice, and any other
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person or organization who furnishes, bills, or is paid for health
care in the normal course of business, including but not limited to
primary care providers, mental health providers, oral health
providers, physicians and osteopathic physicians licensed under
chapter 453, advanced practice registered nurses licensed under
chapter 457, psychologists licensed under chapter 465, and dentists
licensed under chapter 448.

"Originating site" means the location where the patient is
located, whether accompanied or not by a health care provider, at the
time services are provided by a health care provider through
telehealth, including but not limited to a health care provider's
office, hospital, critical access hospital, rural health clinic,
federally qualified health center, a patient's home, and other non-
medical environments such as school-based health centers, university-
based health centers, or the work location of a patient.

"Telehealth" means the use of telecommunications services, as
defined in section 269-1, to encompass four modalities: store and
forward technologies, remote monitoring, live consultation, and
mobile health; and which shall include but not be limited to real-
time video conferencing-based communication, secure interactive and

non-interactive web-based communication, and secure asynchronous
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information exchange, to transmit patient medical information,
including diagnostic-quality digital images and laboratory results
for medical interpretation and diagnosis, for the purpose of
delivering enhanced health care services and information while a

patient is at an originating site and the health care provider is at

a distant site. [Standard—tetephone——econtacts—Ffaesimite] Facsimile
transmissions, or e-mail text, in combination or by itself, does not
constitute a telehealth service for the purposes of this section.”

SECTION 2. Section 431:10A-116.3, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by amending subsection (g) to read as follows:

"(g) For the purposes of this section:

"Distant site" means the location of the health care provider
delivering services through telehealth at the time the services are
provided.

"Health care provider" means a provider of services, as defined
in title 42 United States Code section 1395x(u), a provider of
medical and other health services, as defined in title 42 United
States Code section 1395x(s), other practitioners licensed by the
State and working within their scope of practice, and any other

person or organization who furnishes, bills, or is paid for health

care in the normal course of business, including but not limited to
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primary care providers, mental health providers, oral health
providers, physicians and osteopathic physicians licensed under
chapter 453, advanced practice registered nurses licensed under
chapter 457, psychologists licensed under chapter 465, and dentists
licensed under chapter 448.

"Originating site" means the location where the patient is
located, whether accompanied or not by a health care provider, at the
time services are provided by a health care provider through
telehealth, including but not limited to a health care provider's
office, hospital, health care facility, a patient's home, and other
nonmedical environments such as school-based health centers,
university-based health centers, or the work location of a patient.

"Telehealth" means the use of telecommunications services, as
defined in section 269-1, to encompass four modalities: store and
forward technologies, remote monitoring, live consultation, and
mobile health; and which shall include but not be limited to real-
time video conferencing-based communication, secure interactive and
non-interactive web-based communication, and secure asynchronous
information exchange, to transmit patient medical information,
including diagnostic-quality digital images and laboratory results

for medical interpretation and diagnosis, for the purpose of
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delivering enhanced health care services and information while a

patient is at an originating site and the health care provider is at

a distant site. [Standard—tetephone——econtacts—Ffaesimite] Facsimile
transmissions, or e-mail text, in combination or by itself, does not
constitute a telehealth service for the purposes of this chapter.”

SECTION 3. Section 432:1-601.5, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by amending subsection (g) to read as follows:

"(g) For the purposes of this section:

"Health care provider" means a provider of services, as defined
in title 42 United States Code section 1395x(u), a provider of
medical and other health services, as defined in title 42 United
States Code section 1395x(s), other practitioners licensed by the
State and working within their scope of practice, and any other
person or organization who furnishes, bills, or is paid for health
care in the normal course of business, including but not limited to
primary care providers, mental health providers, oral health
providers, physicians and osteopathic physicians licensed under
chapter 453, advanced practice registered nurses licensed under
chapter 457, psychologists licensed under chapter 465, and dentists

licensed under chapter 448.
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"Originating site" means the location where the patient is
located, whether accompanied or not by a health care provider, at the
time services are provided by a health care provider through
telehealth, including but not limited to a health care provider's
office, hospital, health care facility, a patient's home, and other
nonmedical environments such as school-based health centers,
university-based health centers, or the work location of a patient.

"Telehealth" means the use of telecommunications services, as
defined in section 269-1, to encompass four modalities: store and
forward technologies, remote monitoring, live consultation, and
mobile health; and which shall include but not be limited to real-
time video conferencing-based communication, secure interactive and
non-interactive web-based communication, and secure asynchronous
information exchange, to transmit patient medical information,
including diagnostic-quality digital images and laboratory results
for medical interpretation and diagnosis, for the purpose of
delivering enhanced health care services and information while a
patient is at an originating site and the health care provider is at

a distant site. [Standard—tetephone——econtacts—faesimite] Facsimile

transmissions, or e-mail text, in combination or by itself, does not

constitute a telehealth service for the purposes of this chapter.”
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SECTION 4. Section 432D-23.5, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by amending subsection (g) to read as follows:

"(g) For the purposes of this section:

"Distant site" means the location of the health care provider
delivering services through telehealth at the time the services are
provided.

"Health care provider" means a provider of services, as defined
in title 42 United States Code section 1395x(u), a provider of
medical and other health services, as defined in title 42 United
States Code section 1395x(s), other practitioners licensed by the
State and working within their scope of practice, and any other
person or organization who furnishes, bills, or is paid for health
care in the normal course of business, including but not limited to
primary care providers, mental health providers, oral health
providers, physicians and osteopathic physicians licensed under
chapter 453, advanced practice registered nurses licensed under
chapter 457, psychologists licensed under chapter 465, and dentists
licensed under chapter 448.

"Originating site" means the location where the patient is
located, whether accompanied or not by a health care provider, at the

time services are provided by a health care provider through



Testimony on House Bill No. 2502, Proposed Senate Draft 1
Thursday, June 25, 2020; 9:30 a.m.
Page 10

telehealth, including but not limited to a health care provider's
office, hospital, health care facility, a patient's home, and other
nonmedical environments such as school-based health centers,
university-based health centers, or the work location of a patient.
"Telehealth" means the use of telecommunications services, as
defined in section 269-1, to encompass four modalities: store and
forward technologies, remote monitoring, live consultation, and
mobile health; and which shall include but not be limited to real-
time video conferencing-based communication, secure interactive and
non-interactive web-based communication, and secure asynchronous
information exchange, to transmit patient medical information,
including diagnostic-quality digital images and laboratory results
for medical interpretation and diagnosis, for the purpose of
delivering enhanced health care services and information while a
patient is at an originating site and the health care provider is at

a distant site. [Standard—tetephone——econtacts—Ffaesimite] Facsimile

transmissions, or e-mail text, in combination or by itself, does not
constitute a telehealth service for the purposes of this chapter.

SECTION 5. Statutory material to be repealed is bracketed and
stricken. New statutory material is underscored.

SECTION 6. This Act shall take effect upon its approval.
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Thank you for the opportunity to testify. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact Public Affairs and Policy Director Erik K. Abe at 536-8442, or eabe@hawaiipca.net.
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By Hawai‘i — American Nurses Association (Hawai‘i -ANA)

AHAWAII

AMERICAN NURSES ASSOCIATION

HB 2502, HD1, SD1 proposed - RELATING TO HEALTH

Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Stanley Chang, Vice Chair, and members of the Senate
Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection, and Health, thank you for this opportunity to provide
testimony in strong support of this proposed amended bill to authorize the Department of Health to
screen, test, and monitor inter-island, domestic, and international travelers, in an effort to contain or
mitigate the spread of communicable or dangerous diseases in our state. This measure would also give
the Department of Health authority to investigate, monitor, quarantine, and isolate travelers post-
screening.

We are the Hawai‘i - American Nurses Association of Registered Nurses, of which there are over 17,000
working in Hawai‘i. We advocate for the nursing profession, as well as for the health of the community.
The experience of this pandemic has obviously impacted our profession in a profound manner. We are in
full support of our state government efforts, to anticipate and address such catastrophic healthcare needs
in our island communities.

Communicable diseases such as Covid-19 are brought to our islands by travelers. The millions who have
travel to Hawai‘i expect their healthcare needs would be addressed by our healthcare professionals and
institutions while they are here. It has been a horrifying experience among nursing professionals to
anticipate a surge in this disease that would call upon us to care for those travelers as well as our own
population, because we know our healthcare system would be overwhelmed in short order. We watched
as this happened in New York City as we scrambled in Hawai‘i to prepare for the worst possible scenario.
We have been fortunate thus far and we have learned that timely and decisive actions by our government
to prevent the contagions from entering and spreading in our community have been effective.

We respectfully request that HB2502, HD1, SD1 pass out of this committee such that these effective
protections for the health of our community are fully authorized and available during this and future
healthcare crises. Thank you for your continued support of healthcare professionals and our mutual
advocacy for the vulnerable population of our islands.

Contact information for Hawai‘i — American Nurses Association:

President: Katie Kemp, BAN, RN-BC president@hawaii-ana.org
Executive Director: Dr. Linda Beechinor, APRN-Rx, FNP-BC executivedirector@hawaii-ana.org
phone (808) 779-3001

500 Lunalilo Home Road, #27-E

Honolulu Hawaii USA 96825
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HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 1:09:19 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| lynne matusow || Individual || Support || No
Comments:

| have read the proposed SD1 and fully support this bill. With the European Union now
considering banning travelers from the United States because we do not have the virus
under control, it is more important than ever that we test and quarantine/isolate all
travelers coming from outside Hawaii. If the proposed European ban takes effect, many
of these travelers will consider coming to Hawaii, from states where hospitalizations,
death rates and positive tests are increasing. We need to protect our ohana and the
aina.

lynne Matusow



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 3:24:24 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Robert Oakley || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This is complete communist activity this covid is not near as bad as the regular flu and
your treating it like it's the end of the world, your not gonna dictate and control is
American citizens like China does , your communist governor is a wimp being controlled

back up NOW



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 3:38:04 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kandace Morrell || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 3:29:04 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Kayle Carroll || Individual || Oppose || Yes |
Comments:

| STRONGLY oppose this bill. As a concerned mother and resident of O'ahu, any kind
of vague language making anything permissible by the government in relation to my
child or my families health, is not okay with me. This kind of vagueness leaves the door
open to removing young children from their parents home because of a perceived public
health threat. Giving anyone the power to do remove a family member against their will
shouldn't sit right with anyone. As well, anything mandatory needs to be completely and
utterly free of risk. This bill is a slippery slope. | urge those in power to hear our pleas &

strongly consider opposing this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 3:40:22 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Robyn Tanaka || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 3:56:28 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Ben Cardon || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1 any infringement of my personal rights, especially the
right to my personal medical freedom and what | allow into my body. | am also very
troubled by the language, "other actions deemed necessary" which appears to give
politicians unlimited power. Isn't that called tyranny? This seems to be a very one
sided bill and | strongly oppose it.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 3:59:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| brett sherwood || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Aloha!

| strongly oppose this bill. Its vague wording in the allowing the "director" to isolate and/
or quarantine anyone even suspected of having an infection has major implications for
possible abuse and misuse of this broad overeaching power. Furthermore, allowing
"any action deemed neccesary" is so vague and has possibile abuse of power
implications. We cannot pass this bill which gives a huge power to this agency to
basically do whatever they want in regards to an infectious disease. These powers
should remain in the hands of the governor with the 60 day limit to prevent abuse of
power!

The latest information on covid-19 clearly indicatate the mortatility rates are very well
inline with the seasonal flu. We should not be taking such draconian measures for an
illness that has affected so very few people in the islands, the hospitalizion rate is
extremely low and so is the mortaliity rate. This is not in the best interest of the people
of Hawaii and maintaining a free state. Its clearly a babystep toward mandatory
vaccination laws should the director deem them neccessary as well. Meanwhile we
have granted immunity to liability for treatment of covid-19 and the side effects of the
possible vaccination from it when its ready. We should invest in studying
hydroxychloroquine to protect our kupuna, its used widely in France in many studies
have shown its quite effective at the right dosage (very important, some studies have
shown no positive effect, however they used a dosage way too high)

Furthermore the study from the lancet that said hydroxychloroquine did not have any
benefit was REDACTED for massive misconduct!!

Let us be the first to protect hawaii, with truth, freedom and health, and use the
medication hydroxychloroquine to protect to kupuna, and honor the freedom of our
people and the constitution of the united states of america



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 4:01:43 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Geneve Chong || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 4:25:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization -Iggssflt?oer: PIZiZ??r:gat
| Cassandra Korte || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill. Mandatory testing, tracking and quarantine is unconstitutional
and completely infringes upon an individual's privacy and personal health information. It
is ridiculous for the government to make these mandates during a time with a virus that
has a recovery rate of 99.7% and a mortality rate of .26% and DROPPING. Individuals
should not be prevented from building herd immunity to keep us all well. Also,
suspending vaccine religious exemptions until 2026 is COMPLETELY unconstitutional
and unacceptable for the state government to suspend. Government cannot interfere
with our God given rights to exercise our religion, the body God gave us and vaccine
religious exemptions. Government cannot mandate medical procedures that are not
tailored to the individual, that is MEDICAL MALPRACTICE.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 4:28:16 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Erin Austin || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

The DOH should not have the right to declare emergencies that have no end in sight.
That is the job of our governor, not the DOH. The proposed language of quarantine and
testing is also a direct violation of our constitutional rights. If you read the constitution it
is not suspended in times of emergency; that alone makes this draconian and a
complete over reach. This is not right. This is not 1984, although it is beginning to look
that way.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 4:43:24 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Martina Hough || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Aloha from Kauai!
| would like to submit testimony in strong opposition to HB2502.

Though the early detection of communicable disease has emerged as something that
is important to stopping an initial spread of iliness, it raises many questions of civil rights
violations.

Our civil rights, especially the ones relating to the integrety of our own bodies, our
medical choices, vaccination, testing, being tracked, isolated, held against ones will,
and put into quarantine house arrest, are very important issues that should not be taken

lightly.

| for one believe that violation of our civil rights is unacceptable under the US
Constituion and up until now under the Hawaii Constitution, and for good reason. We
can not possibly be ready to create such a bill without carefully looking at every aspect
of such a proposal and exploring all possible human consequences. Your duty as our
State representatives and senators is to serve your communities and protect the people
of Hawaii, and this includes holding our civil rights sacred. There are huge potential
consequences here that must be explored at length.

Having an emergency system ready to act if necessary is a good idea, but it must surely
work within civil rights perremeters, otherwise we're changing our course to becoming a

police state where citizens have lost their most precious commodities, which are valued
in the United States above all else.

Sincerely,

Martina Hough, Kauai






HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 4:51:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Hillary Sasaki || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB 2502 HD1 due to it being very unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 3:47:28 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Testifying for Hawaiian
John Moore Sustainability Oppose No
Foundation

Comments:

In 40 years of involvement in public policy throughout the world, I've never seen
anything so horrorific and tyrannical as HB2502. How can any human being vote

to authorize unelected officials to take your children away from you as they see fit, and
imprison anyone they suspect might have a virus?

Is there anyone in the Hawaii legislature who has actually read this bill? Seriously, this
is the most eggregious and blatant attack on civil liberties that I've ever seen or
imagined.

Is there anyone in the Hawaii legislature who even understands that every human

being has billions of viruses, bacteria, fungi, and microbes and submicrobes inside of us
that play essential roles in digesting food, producing dopamine, seratonin, and other
essential neurotransmittes and enzymes, and are vital to our immune system?

These are not foreign armed invaders, they are part of our ecology.

HB2502 would authorize unelected officials to declare at their discretion the use of any
means necessary to protect the public against any suspected virus or microscopic
particle with minimal oversight. HB2502 is pure tyranny.




HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 4:56:55 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Elyse Warren || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:12:23 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| michelle andrews || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose because | believe that it is unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:25:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. . Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| kawailehua pakjake || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE HB2502 bill. The bill is a direct violation and over reach of the
government. It strips the people is their US constitutional rights and Hawai'i State
Consitutional rights.

For example, the 4th amendment which states: The right of the people to be secure in
their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and
seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause,
supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched,
and the persons or things which are seized.

The Declaration of Independence allows governments to secure the rights of the
people, NOT protect Public Heath, not govern over it. Government may only govern with
the consent of the governed (the people). The government does not hold the right to
make health decisions for the people or use any forced medical interventions. The
HB2502 bill directly forces medics interventions on the people. This bill clearly violates
our freedoms and withholds human rights.

By voting yes, you are NOT upholding the rights of the people and the constitutions you
swore to uphold when taking office. Again, | strongly OPPOSE bill HB2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:28:19 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Jenny Caban || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1. The recent actions taken by the state with COVID-19
has been disproportionate. According to the CDC, the death rate worldwide is 0.26%
which is similar to a very bad flu season. We've allowed the state to destroy our local
economy and infringe on peoples' liberties over a virus that although is highly infectious,
has a very high recovery rate. For this reason, | am against HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:29:29 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Abagail Hamman || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

The proposed bill HB2502 is another shocking and egregious example of governmental
over-reach and tyranny. This bill is a power grab. It is trying to claim the government
has the right to screen all travelers entering or existing Hawaii, subjecting them to
intrusive questionnaires, testing, investigating, monitoring, quarantining and isolation. It
claims the right to do this under the pretext of protecting "public health.” This bill is a
blatant violation of our unalienable, sovereign human rights, including some which are
enshrined in the US Constitution and Hawaii State Constitution, such as the 4th
amendment right to be secure in our person without being subject to searches and
seizures (unless there is a warrant based on probable cause). As stated clearly in one
of the founding documents of this nation, the Declaration of Independence,
governments are only instituted to secure the rights of the people (not to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. On both counts, this bill
misses the mark; it violates the rights of the people and it does so without the consent of
the governed. Government does not have the power, and may never try to claim the
power, to make health decisions for people or to use forced medical interventions. The
proposed procedures in this bill fall under the definition of forced medical interventions.
This bill destroys our freedom, destroys human rights and changes the nature of our
government from a democratic one, which serves the people and protects our rights, to
a dictatorial one, which controls the people and violates our rights.

The voting of yes on this bill would be a outrageous betrayal of your oath of office and to
the spirit of freedom and human rights, which so many have given their lives to promote.

The evidence shows the Government over-reacted to COVID and caused much tangible
damage to the people of Hawaii with its lockdown restrictions, including an increase in
depression, anxiety, stress, domestic violence, child abuse and suicide. Come out of
fear and THINK CLEARLY. Do not give the Government more power, permanent
power, to monitor our lives indefinitely.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:34:09 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Deja Antonio || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose the bill HB2502. This bill opens the door to allow the state to mandate
a covid-19 vaccine which directly impedes medical freedom and religious freedom. No
one should be forced to submit to a vaccine which poses a risk to the health to some if
not all persons who take it (as outlined in every vaccines side effect insert).



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:34:50 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jackie Brilhante || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Testing should not be mandatory. Each individual should have a say of any type of
medical equipment entering the body including a swab. Especially knowing that certain
test kits have been contaminated with COVID.

i strongly oppose this bill



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:39:26 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Celine Abell || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This bill violates our personal health freedoms. This is unconstitutional, unjust, and an
abomination to our rights as American citizens. Please, rethink what this bill constitutues

and how it will affect individual's lives and well-being.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:41:57 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;?)szlt]:l;r: PLZS;rmgat
| Do Huber || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| am deeply opposed to this bill. It is a complete violation of U.S. Constitutional

rights. Freedom of movement under United States law is governed primarily by the
Privileges and Immunities Clause of the United States Constitution which states, "The
Citizens of each State shall be entitled to all Privileges and Immunities of Citizens in the
several States." Since the circuit court ruling in Corfield v. Coryell, 6 Fed. Cas. 546
(1823), freedom of movement has been judicially recognized as a fundamental
Constitutional right. | own a deeded proptery on Kauai and have been unable to use it
because on the unreasoanble actions of Gov Ige. 17 people have died last time |
checked 6-23-2020. More people have died from the flu in past years and car
accidents and nothing was shut down or cars banned like he's banned travel today. He
has killed the economy and property values. You don't quarantine the healthy. What
this bill sounds like is Nazi Germany.



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Privileges_and_Immunities_Clause
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Constitution
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_circuit_court
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Corfield_v._Coryell
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Case_citation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Freedom_of_movement

HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:42:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Randi || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

The proposed bill HB2502 is another shocking and egregious example of governmental
over-reach and tyranny. This bill is a power grab. It is trying to claim the government
has the right to screen all travelers entering or existing Hawaii, subjecting them to
intrusive questionnaires, testing, investigating, monitoring, quarantining and isolation. It
claims the right to do this under the pretext of protecting "public health.” This bill is a
blatant violation of our unalienable, sovereign human rights, including some which are
enshrined in the US Constitution and Hawaii State Constitution, such as the 4th
amendment right to be secure in our person without being subject to searches and
seizures (unless there is a warrant based on probable cause). As stated clearly in one
of the founding documents of this nation, the Declaration of Independence,
governments are only instituted to secure the rights of the people (not to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. On both counts, this bill
misses the mark; it violates the rights of the people and it does so without the consent of
the governed. Government does not have the power, and may never try to claim the
power, to make health decisions for people or to use forced medical interventions. The
proposed procedures in this bill fall under the definition of forced medical interventions.
This bill destroys our freedom, destroys human rights and changes the nature of our
government from a democratic one, which serves the people and protects our rights, to
a dictatorial one, which controls the people and violates our rights.

The voting of yes on this bill would be a outrageous betrayal of your oath of office and to
the spirit of freedom and human rights, which so many have given their lives to promote.

The evidence shows the Government over-reacted to COVID and caused much tangible
damage to the people of Hawaii with its lockdown restrictions, including an increase in
depression, anxiety, stress, domestic violence, child abuse and suicide. Come out of
fear and THINK CLEARLY. Do not give the Government more power, permanent
power, to monitor our lives indefinitely.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:43:52 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kelsea Klein || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS BILL. I believe in medical freedom in what to choose for

our bodies and our children's bodies. | don't believe in force of action in taking away our
freedom in where our country stands on. It's sad to see that slowly be taken away. This
is why | strongly oppose this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:44:01 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Michelle Shanks || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:45:41 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Marichris Diga-Lazo || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

A violation of constituional rights



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:53:34 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Leilani Diga || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

it's a violation of our constitution rights.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:00:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Diane Nahl || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

HB2502 is a very troubling measure that represents extreme overreaching of authority
over citizen's freedoms to remain in their own homes if they are infected with COVID-19
or any other iliness. It isn't clear whether the measure would restrain individuals, by
removing them from a residence for almost any health cause. The virus is not a
guarantine threat to the State and to citizens. With a statewide death toll of 17 for the
entire virus experience it is absolutely wrong to introduce draconian measures

to restrict people from their homes. There is no valid readon to enact this bill. The state
has overreached in all areas through over extending rolling lockdowns, ruining the
economy and impoverishing citizens, not allowing people to earn a living, and requiring
deadly masks when the cases are so few Hawaii is at the top of the list of safest states
in the entire nation. This bill should never be enacted because it is trying to solve a
problem that does not exist and will never exist. The projections of a deadly virus were
all over stated. One cannot honestly claim the precautions forced upon the population
caused the low case rate and extremely low death rate. There is no proof of that.
Correlation does not equate to causation. Anyone arguing the restrictions we endured
and still endure made the difference is appealing to emotion not to data. The state
simply wants to control the movements, quality of life and freedom of its residents in a
pretense of preventing overwhelming the medical system. There are no facts to support
that rationale. The virus is not worse than flu. Now you will try to restrict everyone for
influenza or pneumonia or something else because you will be empowered to restrict.
The Constitution does not permit such restrictions and if this becomes law it will be
immediately challenged in court. There is no meaningful justification for this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:56:34 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Lianne Blas || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

By passing this bill, it will be in violation of my constitutional rights!!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:53:38 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| chelsea maae || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 5:36:51 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| AC || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Using funding and directing the Hawaii government's attention to create policy for
HB2502 SD1 and later attempt to implement this bill on the people is a complete
disgrace and an overstep by the government to tread on the medical freedoms of free
humans who wish to travel to Hawaii. How shameful that after months of Hawaii
residents being out of work that it was decided that this is where funds are being
allocated. The $1.2 BILLION that Governor Ige received from the CARES Act is being
used to breach on the privacy of others, not to help the people as it was intended.

Since when did the Department of Health have the right to screen, test, and monitor
travelers? The answer is never and this has never been allowed because the US
Constitution which grants American citizens their 4th amendment right since

1791 states "the right of the people to be secure in their persons...against unreasonable
searches and seizures.” The idea that the Department of Health can have the right to
impose these mandates on a free person is completely out of line and absolutely will not
be tolerated, this is unlawful.

The bill proposal also states there shall be penalties for noncompliance. Why should a
visitor who is contributing to the Hawaiian economy have to pay for not complying to an
unconstitutional threat by the Hawaii government? Why is it acceptable for a travelers
screening special fund and funds from transient accomodations tax revenues to go
towards this measure? What a selfish way to spend tax money after Hawaii now has the
third highest unemployment rate in the country at 22.3%, and growing every day due to
an extended lockdown.

The voting yes on this bill would be not only outrageous overreach in regards to the
privacy and medical freedoms of travelers, it would also greatly affect our economy.
Travelers will not want to visit this state if they are required to adhere to such strict and
unecessary standards. Businesses will close and exit the island if they can no longer
afford to service the tourists that they are used to each season.

What | find the most curious is that this bill was introduced and passed its first reading
on January 23, 2020 - merely three days after the first case of Covid was reported
thousands of miles away in Washington state. How did the Hawaii government know
that this disease would spread if it was just discovered 3 days before the bill was
introduced? Why would the Hawaii government commit to implementing such advanced



technology and strict security measures if the world knew nothing about the virus yet?
Sounds like there was some orchestration behind the scenes that is being revealed to
the public each and every day, we are more aware than you think.

The people of Hawaii are already furious with the unlawful lockdown, especially after the
evidence has been made clear by appointed health experts that the virus was not as big
a threat as originally suggested. Hawaii had some of the lowest death rates in the
country and yet the Hawaii government still chooses to fear monger the people by
extending this false medical narrative and stringing the people along. The face masks,
social distancing, the lockdown - all of it is a complete government overreach that has
resulted in suicides, domestic abuse, child abuse, unemployment, and depression. This
ridiculous bill would just add to the disastrous pile of how the Hawaii government is
FAILING the people. We are watching and we are awake.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:28:11 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| micah mahikoa || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:18:20 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| ashley stamm || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

i strongly oppose HB2502 HD1. | believe we have our own personal rights to what goes
into our bodies, and forcing vaccines IS NOT THE WAY! Give us our freedom!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:15:39 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jenifer S Valenzuela || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This is not making us a free country. | oppose because | do not consent for anybody to
decide for my life or my family’s life.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:25:34 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| ashlyn || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill! This is unconstitutional! we should have freedom over our
own bodies as well as freedom of choice! Mandatory vaccination is a big violation!
PLEASE! do not pass this bill! Vaccines itself is not safe and effective as well as
containing a bunch of toxic ingredients! Also containing aborted fetal cells! we should
not be forced to do something against our will! america is the land of the "FREE." We
should simply have a choice over our own body! thank you for taking time to read this!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:27:53 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Angela Cezar || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this for this is a violation of the Fourth Amendment Right of Privacy
and the 14th Amendment’s Equal Protection Clause for singling out a particular class of
individuals which is written on the US Constitution.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:18:53 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Leianah Kahahawai || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Oppose! This is so unconstitutional!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:40:06 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Krystal Yasukawa || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| do not agree with this bill due to the following:

- Testing should not be mandatory. Testing should be recommended upon individual
showing symptoms of COVID.

- This Bill should also be clear that under an emergency, there WILL NOT be any
mandatory vaccinations, as that breaches individuals rights.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:29:09 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Misty Cluett || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Misty Cluett

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Misty Cluett and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
[yourcounty]. My physical address is *******x+xxxx (radacted for privacy), Kalaheo, Hl
96741. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading



infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;



(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:51:22 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Katherine Guzman || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 6:44:21 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Meghan Ganser || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

The success and wellness of our human family, including yours, is bound together. It is
human connection that keeps us truly well; the lack of connection makes us sick.
Should you choose to pass this Bill you will see your own loved ones lose their
freedoms, and very possibly you will lose your freedom as well. Wellness is not
deterined by your smart technology, it cannot be mapped. Our human family is capable
of caring for ourselves. Shame on you for asserting your will over millions, when so few
have been given the chance to oppose or even consider the implications of this Bill. |
strongly oppose this Bill for the free and healthy future of all living beings.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:07:15 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| gretchen || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill. Please oppose. Thank you.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:17:52 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Chabrielle Quezon || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill because | strongly believe every individual should be able to
CHOOSE what goes into our bodies along with having the choice for our CHILDREN.
Taking away our right to choose and FREEDOM is utterly wrong and inhumane.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:05:44 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| lauren park || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:18:56 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| nicole garza || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| am contacting you to express my concerns regarding the upcoming hearing HB2502
HD1.

| implore you to oppose or dismiss HB2502 HD1 as it Violates many privacy rights as
well as the freedom of choice!



State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Anna Gildenhar
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Anna and I am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County
of Honolulu. My physical address isg ***x*x*kkxxxs** (redacted for
privacy), [yourcity], HI [yourzip]. After reading HB2501 and current
testimony, I am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502
related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the
removal of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be
necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be
removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be .. at higher risk
of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not
defined how the department would determine if an individual or group of
people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill
does not provide for any burden of proof by the State or Department of
Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before removing
their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and
infection within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a
perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely
on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection,
even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be
placed in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying
an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very infectious disease
from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are also no
safequards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual
can be held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that
the individual is actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for
the costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs
covered and paid by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the
state could hold a person or family against their will without providing
any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to
how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance
with the Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an
individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims
where: (1) The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an



order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to render individual
participation impractical”. This undermines the United States
Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have
extenuating circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the
individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group
without the individual’s express consent.

I am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of
privacy in mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and
departure points that would then be shared with private entities. Health
privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from
the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include
the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the
department.”

I also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for
purposes other than public health. Per the Bill,
“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation
easement special fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to
the state general fund of debt service on reimbursable general obligation
bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the issuance of the bonds,
the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation easement and
other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the
State, until the bonds are fully amortized;
(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise
special fund established under section 201B—8;
(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund
established under section 2018-11;
(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000
shall be expended from the tourism special fund for development and
implementation of initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs
and increased travel opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;
(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for
the operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and
dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a
sub—account in the tourism special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:22:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Jamie Toyofuku || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: [yourname]
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is [yourname] and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
[yourcounty]. My physical address is *******x*kxxx* (redacted for privacy), [yourcity], HI
[yourzip]. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.



Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to



provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:31:08 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| meredith murphy || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

this would be devastating. Impossible to see ohana.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:25:51 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Malia || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:39:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Meghan Leialoha Au || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Meghan Leialoha Au

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Meghan Leialoha Au and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the
County of Honolulu. My physical address is 1467 Kiukee Place, Kailua, HI, 96734. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:32:35 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Amber Furchess || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| very strongly oppose HB2502 HD1.
This bill goes against our constitutional rights.

Please vote no.
Mahalo



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:40:05 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Jeanne-Marie ¥ Individual Oppose No
Coloma
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Jeanne-Marie Coloma

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Jeanne-Marie Coloma and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the
County of Kaua'i. My physical address is 2891-H Kamookoa Road, Kilauea, HI 96754.
After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof



by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:42:38 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Jen Myers || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1, this goes against all rights we have as people and for
our own body. This is all about control and nothing more.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:41:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| nawailohi || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:46:49 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Christian R Grado || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

These restrictions are unconstitutional and should not be written into law.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:49:48 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Alan Koons || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Alan Koons
DATE: Wednesday June 23, 2020

Hello,

My name is Alan Koons and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of

Hawaii. My physical address is ******x*x+xxkx (readacted for privacy) Kailua-Kona, Hl.

After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.



Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to



provide funding for a safety”
Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Alan Koons



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:42:39 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Chris Dudley || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly appose this bill as it is a severe infringement on our civil rights.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:50:35 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Shelley Kasprick || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill, as a United States Citizen, due to the nature and degree

of privacy violations and the open door created for bypassing the necessary and
intentional process of check and balances in the United States Government and
Constitution. Even in the event of a pandemic, or emergency, the United States
Constitution and the rights afforded US Citizens do not cease to exist, rather they exist
for this exact reason, to protect the citizens from government overreach and and to
ensure legislative due process is upheld.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:50:07 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Janice Goodnight || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:50:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| tiffany kessner || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1. This bill is a far reach and completey infringes on basic
rights. HB2502 leaves.the flood gates open to all sorts of unwarranted privacy and
health violations, leaving little to no room for inforned consent or public oversight of the
eventual rollout of a covid19 vaccination. This bill is tyrannical at the least. Forcing
travelers to disclose personal information or pay a fine will have a huge and detrimental

financial impact on our already fragile economy.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:56:09 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| krystle ilar || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| OPPOSE!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:56:25 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Sarah Ezcurra || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Sarah Ezcurra

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Sarah Ezcurra and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Maui, in Kihei, 96753. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my
testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of

the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Sincerely,

Sarah Ezcurra



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:50:57 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| karen || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| am highly against HB2502 HD1. This is against human rights. | will not be a guinea
pig for this vaccine nor will | use my stimulus money to pay for this.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:58:53 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nicole Mosk || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill!!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:02:54 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Lila Metzger || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Lila Metzger

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Lila Metzger and | am a born and raised resident of the State of Hawaii in
the County of Kauai. My physical address is 2-2535 Kaumualii HI, 96741. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:03:02 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Christine Battad || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:03:23 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Stasia || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB 2502. It is a major violation of our constitutional rights, and leaves
the door FAR too open for extreme measures in the face of an "emergency.”" Even in
emergencies there need to be STRICT and DEFINED limitations to the power of the
state to violate our constitutional rights. There also needs to be a very specific
ordinance on what can be defined and declared as an emergency. This bill is not
sufficient.

Mahalo,
Stasia Estep



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 7:57:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Rebecca Miller || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

TESTIFIER: Rebecca S. Miller

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Rebecca Miller and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
[yourcounty]. My physical address is 6020 Koolau Rd., Anahola, HI 96703. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to



protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,



preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

This appears to be am attempt at money laundering for uses unknown to the
taxpayers. This bill is very suspicious as it takes place the day before the court case

against Governor Ige. And it seems to have been put together very rapidly without
much time to consider the bill.

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Rebecca Miller, Anahola, HI 96703



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:06:05 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Kianna Roosevelt || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS BILL!

As a United States Citizen, due to the degree of privacy violations and the open door

created for bypassing the necessary and intentional process of checks and balances in

the United States Government and Constitution.

Even in the event of a pandemic, or state of emergency, the United States Constitution
and the rights provided as a US Citizens do not cease to exist, rather they exist for this

exact reason, to protect the citizens from government over use of power and to ensure

due legislative process is sustained.
| STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS BILL.
A PROUD citizen of the United States of America

Kianna Roosevelt



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:06:08 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Robin Swift Rohrer || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill. It violates my HIPPA rights and my
constitutional right to my own body. | don’t agree with mandatory testing,
mandatory vaccinations or any type of tracing of my personal medical
information. Please stop removing my rights to privacy. If you care about
us citizens you will stop this madness.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:08:57 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;?)szlt]:l;r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nicholas Emrich || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

As a new Hawaii resident I oppose this draconian approach to
control Covid-19. The original campaign was to slow the spread.
Because everyone knows it can’t totally be stopped. It’s an
invisible enemy. I'm sure my words will fall on deaf ears,
because it’s apparent nobody wants to challange King, excuse me,
Governor Ige. What draws so many people to Hawaii is the fact
that it has a feeling of another country. But it is NOT another
country. It is the United States. Therefore I would implore the
members to protect their citizens’ rights per the United States
Constitution. Thank you.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:07:23 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| DONNIE BECKER | Individual | Oppose || Yes
Comments:

OPPOSE THIS BILL NOW...........

BEFORE ITS TO LATE FOR ALL OF US IN HAWAII.........



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:13:35 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Caleb Satterfield || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:12:56 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| lisa hand || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this unconstitutional bill and find it deterimental to the well being Of
the state.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:16:24 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Joshua Trisko || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

HB2502 SD1 gives one indivual too much power over citizens rigths and the person
(DOH) will have the ability to subvert HIPAA laws by being able to disclose

indivual's information. The State of Hawaii will become a police state of fear over a virus
or communicable disease that one indivual deems wrothy. It could begin to discriminate
people and in my case, displace families that need to regularly travel for work and family

reasons. | formally and adamently oppose this form of the Bill.
Sincerely,

Joshua Trisko



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:14:40 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Testifying for ALOHA
Anna Morozov Kauai Yoga and Peace Oppose No
Festival

Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Anna Morozov

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Aloha,

My name is Anna Morozov and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County
of Kauai. My physical address is ******xkkixxk (radacted for privacy), Lihue, Hl
96766. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal
of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. | AM
American Citizen and Freedom is Essence of America!

According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their
home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on SUSPICION, if they are
“deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for



spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of
spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms! THIS IS TYRANNY!

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection
within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person
to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater
(undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently
infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may
actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very
infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are
also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.

WE ARE ALL AMERICAN CITIZENS and this Bill will Undermin ALL what USA is!
Citizens of America are watching very closely this process!
Please don't let Democracy and American Freedom be striped away by Fear!

God Be with You



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:20:15 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Dawn Poiani || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| oppose HB 2502 HD1

The language in this bill is vague and provides unlimited power to the department of
health and bypasses legislative over sight. It allows the Department of Health to add
new vaccines to the school required vaccine schedule without pubic testimony, and
does not have any breaks preventing forced medical breaches of our individual liberties
or freedom. This is a highway bill to forced isolation or quarantine and forced
vaccinations without consideration to personal options or freedom. This bill does not
address children and how an infected child will be managed. Will they be removed from
the parents care? Who will care for the child? Will parents have rights to their child's
care and medical decisions? When a person is forced into quarantine where do they
go? Will the individual loose all rights to informed consent when it comes to treatment
and prevention of disease? With the Covid vaccine essentially being fast tracked and
skipping important safety protocols, This bill leads to the potential of forced vaccination
of a dangerous vaccine. This bill in current language is dangerous and erode our
freedom and provides a total free pass to a few Department of Health decision makers
for the entire state. It is important that all medical policies for the state have lots of
checks and balances. This bill destroys legislative oversight and public input.

Dawn Poiani

Honolulu, HI 96813



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:22:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Kimberly Jaskot || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY oppose HB2502 HD1!



State of Hawail House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health
TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Eric Cluett
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Eric Cluett and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the
County of Kauai. My physical address is *****x**x*kxk* (radacted for
privacy), Kalaheo, HI 96741. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, |
am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to
Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by
the United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the
removal of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be
necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be
removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of
infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how
the department would determine if an individual or group of people would
be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for
any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate
that a person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and
infection within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly
healthy person to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion
of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the
person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a facility
with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,



and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was
supposed to protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill
to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can
be held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the
individual is actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered
and paid by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could
hold a person or family against their will without providing any proof
that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long
they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in
accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims
where: (1) The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order
of quarantine or isolation is so large as to render individual participation
impractical’. This undermines the United States Constitutional protection of
individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the
court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an
individual to be part of a group without the individual's express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of
privacy in mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure
points that would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has
long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill,
“Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of
the information between or among the department, other governmental
agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for
purposes other than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement
special fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state
general fund of debt service on reimbursable general obligation bonds,
including ongoing expenses related to the issuance of the bonds, the



proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation easement and
other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State,
until the bonds are fully amortized,;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise
special fund established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established
under section 2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015,
$2,000,000 shall be expended from the tourism special fund for
development and implementation of initiatives to take advantage of
expanded Visa programs and increased travel opportunities for
international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated
for the operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian
music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be
transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to provide
funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:28:51 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Carl Borders || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill in the strongest terms possible. Any affront that is to be made to the
constitution of the United States and the guaranteed rights of its inhabitants must be
made under no other than an existential threat to our survival. Now after four some odd
months of data collection, this virus, considered a "pandemic" since day one has proven
decidedly no more a pandemic, nor deadly nor adverse by any measure than the
seasonal flu. There is absolutely no qualification or justification for continued measures
that serve no purpose other than to stymie the movement of free people as guaranteed
under the constitution of the country--the highest law of the land. This is pantently
obvious. Any continued legislative efforts ignoring the acquired data of the official
arbiters of the virus related statistics, namely the CDC, to hardly mention the plethora of
unofficial sources from upstanding institutions around the country is also an affront to
science, reason, and common sense.



State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Jennifer Malloy
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Jennifer Malloy and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of Maui. My
physical address is in Lahaina, Maui, HI. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am
writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United States
Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded and
well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy
individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would determine if an
individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does
not provide for any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a
person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a
quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection,
even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a facility with
other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the
very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are also no
safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine
facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in quarantine
or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to the community.
The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of food,
lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's health
plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against their will without
providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long
they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of
money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States
which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.




According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The number of
individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to
render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United States Constitutional
protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court
could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group
without the individual’s express consent.

I am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in mandating
medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then be shared with
private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text
from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of the
information between or among the department, other governmental agencies, and private
entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other than public
health. Per the Bill,
“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;
(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;
(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the
operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance;
and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in
the tourism special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Regards,

¢ o e



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:32:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| taylor || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This act is against our constitutional rights and will also continue to lead into many other
issues that this government continues to sweep under the rug. | strongly oppose.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:33:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization -Iggssflt?oer: PIZiZ??r:gat
| Hoku Vasconcellos || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:29:38 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Cari Coetzee || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:37:01 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
ALICE R BENNETT- -
MORAN Individual Oppose No
Comments:

Regarding: "...the director may declare a public health emergency, by written
declaration, which shall set forth the reasons therefore, (1) and exercise the following
powers: Require provider reporting, screening, testing, contact tracing, quarantine, and
isolation of persons deemed by the department to be infected, at higher risk of infection,
or at risk for spreading infection; "

| am vehemently opposed to this Bill. The government at NO time should have the right
to isloate a citizen against their will.




HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:34:22 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Julianne King || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly object to HB 2502.

This is a dangerous and over reaching bill that does not take into account those people
who cannot manage vaccines. Our son was documented vaccine injured.

please do NOT rush through this bill.
aloha

Julianne King



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:40:05 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| karen mavec || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this "gut and replace” bill that violates my Constitutional Rights. It is
unconscionable that it is even being considered!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:37:36 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Carl R Wieslander || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This is not a communist coutry!!

We have freedoms!

You cannot take people away from their family and force them into isolation.



State of Hawail House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health
TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Ryan Thompson
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Ryan Thompson and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in
the County of [yourcounty]. My physical address is *******x*x*kx* (redacted
for privacy), Pahoa, HI 96778. After reading HB2501 and current testimony,
| am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to
Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by
the United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the
removal of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be
necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be
removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of
infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how
the department would determine if an individual or group of people would
be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for
any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate
that a person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and
infection within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly
healthy person to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion
of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the
person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a facility
with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,



and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was
supposed to protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill
to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can
be held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the
individual is actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered
and paid by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could
hold a person or family against their will without providing any proof
that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long
they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in
accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims
where: (1) The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order
of quarantine or isolation is so large as to render individual participation
impractical”. This undermines the United States Constitutional protection of
individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the
court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an
individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of
privacy in mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure
points that would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has
long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill,
“Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of
the information between or among the department, other governmental
agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for
purposes other than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement
special fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state
general fund of debt service on reimbursable general obligation bonds,
including ongoing expenses related to the issuance of the bonds, the



proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation easement and
other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State,
until the bonds are fully amortized,;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise
special fund established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established
under section 2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015,
$2,000,000 shall be expended from the tourism special fund for
development and implementation of initiatives to take advantage of
expanded Visa programs and increased travel opportunities for
international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated
for the operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian
music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be
transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to provide
funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Sincerely,

S o< 3

woT 30 T



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:41:36 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Malia Boersma || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Oppose!

this is wrong and is not in the best interest of our health!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:42:23 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Alana mears || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Alana Mears

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Alana Mears and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is *****x**xkxxkix (radacted for privacy), Kalaheo HI
96741. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony

in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony.
sincerely,

Alana Mears



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:43:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jarme || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:
Aloha,

As a RN and a mother of 3 | find several aspects of this bill very concerning. | am a
resident of Hawaii and have lived on Oahu for 32 years, | want to protect the islands
and it's people. However, | do not believe the DOH should have the sole right and
responsibility to determine a public health emergency and if and when we the people
should need to isolate or quarantine. | believe that not any one group or individual
should shoulder that responsibility as the impact to the islands as we have seen with
Covid is absolutely horrendous and devastating to many. The governor needs to be
included as a check and balance for the DOH and so that indeed a best decision can be
made for all.

The other part of this bill that is very disturbing to me is the potential to separate
parent(s) from their child(ren) if one individual tests positive and another does not. As a
foster parent with CPS and Catholic Charities Hale Malama for many years,| absolutely
feel this is unacceptable and wrong! There needs to be written language in the bill to
prevent that from happening and an alternative method offered if isolation or quarantine
is necessary other than separation. The emotional trauma of having that happen to a
child is not an acceptable risk.

Thank you for considering my points.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:48:30 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Dawn Diviniste || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose hb2502.
Please disintegrate this immediately as it is unconstitutional.

Thank you,

Dawn Diviniste



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:54:53 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Beckley Dye || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| Strongly Oppose HB2501. Please stop this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:53:01 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| christy Kalama || Individual || Oppose || Yes
Comments:
Aloha

Let me just start by saying how much | love when poorly erected, barely breathing, belly
inflated people write health mandates. Hilarious! Not today Satan! Like snakes you all
are mandating a liability free poison for Hawaii’s children and people. Slithering
snakes....your time is up.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:56:28 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Robert Dye || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Please vote to stop this bill. I do not agree with this bill.

OPPOSE HB2502



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:55:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Katie Scirto || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Please rip up this bill as it's unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:57:42 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Martina Light || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Martina Light

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Martina Light and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Maui.. My physical address is 18 Akoni Place, Paia, HI 96779. After reading HB2501
and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502
related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:57:28 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| camille erickson || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill and it is unconstitutional. 1 will not consent to any mandatory

medication, vaccine or biological for myself or my family.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 8:59:06 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Anne Dye || Individual || Oppose || Yes |
Comments:

Good afternoon,

My name is Anne Dye and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu]. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.



The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

Please OPPOSE SB2502.
Sincerely,

Anne Dye



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:01:54 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Rochelle Felipe || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:02:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Tiffany Quia || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill. | feel that it is against on constitutional rights.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:00:26 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Whitney K. Wong || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose bill HB2502 HD1 and strongly feel this bill will VIOLATE our

Constitutional rights!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:03:07 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| kayle alameda || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose HB2502. | absolutely will not support or allow any forced vaccinations upon
myself or my children. Vaccinations and tracking (microchip) is in humane. We have the
right to choice of our own bodies and our children's. Covid will soon pass but the after
effects and injuries from vaccines will harm our children. There is much evidence

of vaccine injury and it continues to climb.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:04:04 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Levana L Keikaika || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER:Levana Lomma

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Levana and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

As a concerned citizen who values constitutional rights and freedom from
medical tyranny, | vehemenently oppose this House Bill. | am sure | speak for
many others when | say that the proposed measures being presented as a means
of protecting public interest are excessive and unnecessary in light of the current
data concerning the overall infectivity and fatality rate of COVID-19. These
proposed measures are draconian and unprecedented. This irrational fear driven
agenda which has sytematically trampled the rights of the people must stop.

Allowing the Department of Health Director an exemption from Chapter 91 Rules
under this new legislation removes any power from the hands of the legislators
and the people to have any say in policies. How is this considered democratic?



Recent serology studies have proven that far more people than initially presumed
have been exposed to and have recovered from this virus. This data shows us
that the mortality rate for COVID-19 is actually very parallel to the seasonal flu.
There is no reason why we should be engaging in such extreme tactics to try and
protect the people, when these measures are proving to be far more detrimental
than any virus could ever be.

Why are we ignoring things like prevention through boosting your immune
system and the fact that there are effective treatments available as well? Why is it
that the government seems to see a communist regime as the only solution to
combat the spread of a virus? When have we ever taken such an approach in the
past?

It has become quite obvious that those who are pushing these ideas through
legislation are either completely ignorant to the mass of new information
available, or they working towards an agenda which is rooted in creating a
surveillance state built on communiust values. | urge you to please throw out this
ludicrous proposal and let the people live free!

Please investigate the truth about COVID-19:

https://swprs.org/a-swiss-doctor-on-covid-19/

This bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal
of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary.
According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their
home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are
“deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of
spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection
within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person
to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater
(undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently
infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may
actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very
infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are


https://swprs.org/a-swiss-doctor-on-covid-19/

also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be
held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is
actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or
family against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1)
The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or
isolation is so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This
undermines the United States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A
person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore
the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group without
the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that
would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been
protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt,
and use of the information may include the sharing of the information between or
among the department, other governmental agencies, and private entities under
contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes
other than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special
fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of
debt service on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing



expenses related to the issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used
to acquire the conservation easement and other real property interests in Turtle
Bay, Oahu, for the protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural
resources important to the State, until the bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8§;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under
section 2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation
of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5

per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism
special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.
Sincerely,

Levana Lomma



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:07:28 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| janene willener || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| have a child with a compromised immunity system, this bill will be detrimental to him
and all others like him!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:08:41 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Tyler Harrison || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| believe this bill, HB2502 HD1, violates constitutional rights.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:07:42 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Linda || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:08:47 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| alyssa hudson || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502. This is such an unconstitutional bill. I am appalled that it

even exists. Please vote NO on HB2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:09:18 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Joni West || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:10:22 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Trisha || Individual || Oppose || Yes
Comments:

Dear Senate Chairperson,

| oppose this Bill as written. It was gutted and | do not agree with it terms as it stands
currently written! Please Kill the BILL!!

Mahalo,

Mrs. Gonsalves



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:08:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| C. Vierra || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:14:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Julie Patry || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:
Aloha,

I'm speechless by this overreach in this bill. | strongly oppose this bill. The thought that
the Dept of Health would have these unlimited powers and virtually no oversight by the
legislature moving forward, is insane. The healthcare privacy violations in this bill are
astounding. We all want to keep Hawaii safe and healthy, but this violation of our rights
is not the right way to go in a free country. | urge you to oppose this bill

Julie Patry



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:14:28 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nils Konikson || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill is a travesty of democracy. It will give "Emergency Powers" under incradibly
vauge circimstances and allow defacto incarceration of citizens. It has skipped the
committee process and is being supported by powers unknown. With this bill, even the
families of our elected representatives could be "quarantined” for a an unknown,
undefined time period by a civil servant. This is a HORRIBLE idea AND MUST NOT
PASS IN THIS FORM.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:15:46 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Jessica Brown || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose bill 2502 HD1! This is unconstitutional and first off the DOH should
have no authority to be able to declare a emergency. | don’t agree with wasting state
money and resources in testing, tracking when the CDC literally came out with new
numbers saying that covid19 seems to be that of an acute flu! Don’t we take the CDC’s
advice? Did we implement these regulations and rules for every flu season? NO! We
need to look at advice from ALL infectious disease experts and not just the ones that
reinforce one way thought without the science to back it up. We need to listen to the
people of this state, the citizens who care for their children and family and friends, you
know where good health starts? At home! We support our immune systems with the
right foods, supplements and | do not agree with the overreach of this bill!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:12:57 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| elsa wark || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:17:09 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Kimberly Burger || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose the entirety of this bill and all related bills of HB2502

Kim Burger



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:18:51 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Mei Lyn Brown || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

I, Mei Lyn Brown, an Individial Citizen and Resident of Hawaii, oppose the Proposed Bill
HB2502 HD1 SD1 Proposed.

The following measures, amendments, procedures and powers enlisted, are deemed
draconian, tyrannical and unconstitutional. It is intrusive and a violation of free will and
our unalienable, sovereign, human rights. Including those enshrined in our US
Constitution as well as our Beloved Hawaii State Constitution. Such as the 4th
Amendment right to be secure in our person without being subject to searches and
seizures (unless there is a warrant based on probable cause). As stated clearly in one
of the founding documents of this nation, The Declaration of Independence,
governments are only instituted to secure the rights of the people (not to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. On both counts, this bill
misses the mark. It's in violation of the human rights of the people and it does so without
the consent of the governed. Government nor Public Health Officials have the right nor
have the power to to make health decisions for people or to use forced medical
interventions such as the proposed procedures in this bill are seeking to do. This bill
would dismantle our rights and freedoms and would change the nature of our
government from a democratic one, which serves our people and protects our rights into
a dictatorial one, which would control our people and violate our unalienable and
sovereign rights.

The voting of Yes, on this Bill would be an outrageous and detrimental betrayal of your
oath of office and to the spirit and freedom of human rights which so many have given
their lives to protect and uphold. Therefore, | must stand as a God Loving Citizen
against this bill, because it is the right and honest to do for the people and by the
people.

Thank You.

Peace be with you.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:18:02 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Leah Drinen || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:19:20 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Aubrey Aea || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:
Aloha,

| am writing to OPPOSE HB2502 HD1.

This bill is an egregious overreach of the government. It is a clear violation of privacy
and medical freedom. The government does not have the right to subject citizens to
intrusive questionnaires, testing, investigating, monitoring, tracking, quarantining and
isolating without consent. As put forth in the bill, there is no due process for those who
will be isolated. The government does not have the right or power to subject citizens to
forced medical interventions (isolation) against their will. Additionally, this bill gives too
much power to the Department of Health to declare a "public health emergency”
whenever they deem necessary.

Many questions were raised after reading HB2502 - Where will people be isolated?
What about minors? What is considered a "public health emergency”, and who gets to
define it? Will this bill encourage or discourage tourists to come visit our beautiful
home? What type of screening tools will be used? What information will be colllected,
who gets to see it, where will it be sent, and for what purpose? WHY can we not opt-out
without penalty? Is this not a HUGE violation of privacy?!

| respectfully ask all members to OPPOSE HB2502 HD1 and respect our unalienable,
sovereign human rights.

Sincerely,

Aubrey Ae‘a



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:19:46 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| kimberly Wark || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:20:47 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Brenna Moore || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill is in clear violation of our civil rights as US citizens. | do not consent to the
breach of privacy and sharing of medical information with any government agency.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:20:26 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Dan Reed || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| strongly oppose this measure! This is outrageous and violates the freedoms to travel
between states. In addition, you do not list any exemptions for religious purposes which
WILL BE CHALLENGED IN COURT, should this measure pass. You are also not
allowing informed convent related to federally protected health information. That is

voluntary given and cannot be demanded.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:21:46 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Audrey Alvarez || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

To Whom It May Concern,

| STRONGLY OPPOSE HB2502 as it clearly violates our human rights and
constitutional rights.

This bill clearly violates our human rights and constitutional rights. it is stated in the 4th
amendment: "the right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and
effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated" (unless
there is a warrant based on probable cause).

| do not give consent to giving the government any power to monitor our lives
indefinitely. This bill will violate the rights of the peoople and it does so without the
consent of the governed.

KILL THIS BILL.

Mahalo,

Audrey Alvarez



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:22:43 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| kristen cosmi || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS BILL. | DO NOT CONSENT TO WHAT IS BEING
FORCED ON US. This bill is a huge overstep of power. There is so much vague
language used and basically this bill says the director of health can literally do anything
they want if "deemed" necessary.

OUTRAGEOQOUS THIS IS EVEN BEING PROPOSED! WE WILL NOT STAND FOR
THIS.

"325-A (5) Take other action as deemed necessary by the director to prevent, prepare
for, respond to, mitigate, and recover from a serious outbreak of communicable or
dangerous disease."

WHAT DOES THIS INCLUDE??? SO ANYTHING THE DIRECTOR OF HEALTH
DEEMS NECESSARY WILL BE FORCED ON US???? ABSOLUTELY NOT. | DO NOT
CONSENT.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:20:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Brandi K Akina || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE HB2502 HD1!!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:22:53 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PIZiZ??r:gat
| Byron McCorriston || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill HB2502 is a blatant over use of power to control the people for however use
they feel fit. This will end our freedom that we are given as citizens of the United States.
This bill should not be passed or allowed to move forward. This is an outright disregard
to the filing of lawsuits against the government for violating it's use of power during the
pandemic



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:22:52 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Sara DiGrazia || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:23:35 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Jamie Detwiler || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose HB 2502 SD 1 as it infringes on our constitutional rights. Respectfully

Submitted, Mrs. Jamie Detwiler.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:23:41 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| christina wark || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:24:18 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Taylor Roberts || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:24:41 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| B || Individual || Oppose || Yes

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:24:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Ka'iulani Malo || Individual || Oppose || Yes
Comments:

| strongly oppose any legislation that allows the Department of Health to be exempt
from Chapter 91, or any legislation which imposes mandatory testing, tracking,
guarantining, or isolation of Hawaii residents for situations deemed public health

emergencies, especially if there are no time constraints given.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:23:16 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| lanceculnane || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

I'm a data scientist living on Big Island and I'm against this bill. The bill has too many
broad powers granted to the department of health as 'deemed' necessary. Instead of
such vague language, specific cases should be explicitly state about what the DOH can
and cannot do.

People like me build the Al which screens people's faces and finds disease etc. | would
support a very narrow bill which allowed such technology to be employed specifically at
the airport and with guarantees that a person's personal information is kept private.

The problem is, with bills such as these, it gives data science and Al a bad name which
hurts everyone. It is too easy to be abused. The tech industry WANTS to be regulated
with gaurdrails to help increase consumer positive sentiment in the technology. As
written, as far as | can see, there's nothing stopping the DOH from requiring every
person in HI to get tracked on their phone, and be sent a fine of their choosing for
walking out of their house. That's an extreme case, but still, guardrails should be
explicitly put in place in this bill to prevent monitoring, data sharing, data usage, and
fines from exploding at the whim of governmental staff.

| could build the technology necessary to do any kind of tracing, tracking, automated
fining, machine learning/Al driven probability of who has the virus and who doesn't... but
with my research, I've determined it is unethical and violates the United States
Constitution.

| understand the need in a crisis to give broad powers for unforseen consequences. But
in this case, the powers of Al are too big to be given to one person. The bill should be
rewritten with only narrow, explicitly granted abilities. Then, future bills can be added.

Thank you!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:25:32 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| V.L. Wells || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| OPPOSE Bill # HB2502 SD1 Please This must be halted.

| disagree with all travelers undergoing mandatory testing, tracking,
guarantine.

| disagree with leaving the door open to “other actions deemed necessary”
during declared public health emergency and giving power to Director of
DOH (instead of Governor) to declare emergency.... with NO time
constraints.

| disagree in that this makes DOH exempt from Chapter 91, meaning they
could mandate medical treatment, vaccinations of thier

choosing and/or any other action they please for all school kids sans
public input or going through the legislature as long as an emergency is
declared. Unelected officials have their own opinion based on information
of their own faulty choice and should not be enpowered to mandate any of
this.

In addition, all testing and health info gathered being not subject to
subpoena, discovery, or introduction as evidence if contested in court is
yet another violation of rights now extended by Hawaii officials and this
legislature.

As a registered voted, I'm asking you--
Please do not pass this through-- This is wholly UNACCEPTABLE !



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:26:16 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| sabrina || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Hello, I urgently oppose this bill Hb2502 relating to health and the dangers it can impose
to civilians. COVID-19 has been proven a 98% survival rate, 0.01% death rate in
children, and roughly 90% of people show little to no symtoms. The World Health
Organization has confirmed that the chance of asymptomatic

carriers spreading COVID-19 is slim to none. | oppose this bill as it supports mandatory
COVID vaccinations and draconian like laws that are unconstitutional and unwelcome in
this country. | ask that you take into consideration the risks of homemade masks,
mandatory vaccinations, and children being affected by any social distancing mandate.
Please preserve the rich culture in Hawaii. Thank you for your time.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:25:36 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PIZiZ??r:gat
| IRINA BOGOSLAVETS | Individual | Oppose | No
Comments:

| strongly oppose the Bill HB 2502 HD1 Bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:27:13 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| roger Wark || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:28:32 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Lindsey Wong || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill.



State of Hawail House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health
TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Dwana Evans
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Dwana Evans and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the
County of Honolulu. My physical address is *******x**xkkx (radacted for
privacy), Pearl City, HI 96782. After reading HB2501 and current testimony,
| am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to
Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by
the United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the
removal of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be
necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be
removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of
infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how
the department would determine if an individual or group of people would
be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for
any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate
that a person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and
infection within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly
healthy person to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion
of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the
person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a facility
with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,



and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was
supposed to protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill
to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can
be held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the
individual is actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered
and paid by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could
hold a person or family against their will without providing any proof
that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long
they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in
accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims
where: (1) The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order
of quarantine or isolation is so large as to render individual participation
impractical”. This undermines the United States Constitutional protection of
individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the
court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an
individual to be part of a group without the individual's express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of
privacy in mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure
points that would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has
long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill,
“Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of
the information between or among the department, other governmental
agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for
purposes other than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement
special fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state
general fund of debt service on reimbursable general obligation bonds,
including ongoing expenses related to the issuance of the bonds, the



proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation easement and
other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State,
until the bonds are fully amortized,;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise
special fund established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established
under section 2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015,
$2,000,000 shall be expended from the tourism special fund for
development and implementation of initiatives to take advantage of
expanded Visa programs and increased travel opportunities for
international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated
for the operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian
music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be
transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to provide
funding for a safety”
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HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:31:11 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Stacy Muse || Individual || Oppose || Yes
Comments:

| have freedom of religion with separation of church and state. | deny that you will be
considering my cultural and religious freedoms for this bill. Also | am a nurse and am
aware that this virus does not warrant the extreme use of force and rule you are
reaching for. | deny this as unsound and it has no medical research or evidence based
practice to back this in any way.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:31:31 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: N Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Joseph Fagundes || Testifying for KonalLaw || Oppose || No

Comments:
| strongly oppose this bill!

Joe Fagundes



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:32:11 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kerri Yeakey || Individual || Oppose || Yes
Comments:

Strongly oppose! We deserve all rights our bodies and to make the best choices for
keiki! Freedom of bodily harm. The agenda should be to protect all keiki from toxic
ingredients. Tracking and verified immunization is a violation of our civill liberties.



HB-2502-HD-1

Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:32:21 PM

Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
kimberly Digmon- Individual Oppose No

Halbertsma

Comments:




HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:33:03 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Linda Ryan || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| Very Strongly Oppose this bill!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:27:32 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Timory McDonald || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

The proposed bill HB2502 is another shocking and egregious example of governmental
over-reach and tyranny. This bill is a power grab. It is trying to claim the government
has the right to screen all travelers entering or existing Hawaii, subjecting them to
intrusive questionnaires, testing, investigating, monitoring, quarantining and isolation. It
claims the right to do this under the pretext of protecting "public health.” This bill is a
blatant violation of our unalienable, sovereign human rights, including some which are
enshrined in the US Constitution and Hawaii State Constitution, such as the 4th
amendment right to be secure in our person without being subject to searches and
seizures (unless there is a warrant based on probable cause). As stated clearly in one
of the founding documents of this nation, the Declaration of Independence,
governments are only instituted to secure the rights of the people (not to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. On both counts, this bill
misses the mark; it violates the rights of the people and it does so without the consent of
the governed. Government does not have the power, and may never try to claim the
power, to make health decisions for people or to use forced medical interventions. The
proposed procedures in this bill fall under the definition of forced medical interventions.
This bill destroys our freedom, destroys human rights and changes the nature of our
government from a democratic one, which serves the people and protects our rights, to
a dictatorial one, which controls the people and violates our rights.

To representatives voting on this — the voting of yes on this bill would be a outrageous
betrayal of your oath of office and to the spirit of freedom and human rights, which so
many have given their lives to promote.

The evidence shows the Government over-reacted to COVID and caused much tangible
damage to the people of Hawaii with its lockdown restrictions, including an increase in
depression, anxiety, stress, domestic violence, child abuse and suicide. Come out of
fear and THINK CLEARLY. Do not give the Government more power, permanent
power, to monitor our lives indefinitely.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:34:33 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Joel McDonald || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This bill puts the burden of proof on people to prove their innocence/lack of
infection rather than the burden of proof on the government to prove their
guilt/infection. This goes against CENTURIES of LEGAL TRADITION and is
BLATANTLY UNCONSTITUTIONAL and TYRANNICAL!

The proposed bill HB2502 is another shocking and egregious example of governmental
over-reach and tyranny. This bill is a power grab. It is trying to claim the government
has the right to screen all travelers entering or existing Hawaii, subjecting them to
intrusive questionnaires, testing, investigating, monitoring, quarantining and isolation. It
claims the right to do this under the pretext of protecting "public health.” This bill is a
blatant violation of our unalienable, sovereign human rights, including some which are
enshrined in the US Constitution and Hawaii State Constitution, such as the 4th
amendment right to be secure in our person without being subject to searches and
seizures (unless there is a warrant based on probable cause). As stated clearly in one
of the founding documents of this nation, the Declaration of Independence,
governments are only instituted to secure the rights of the people (not to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. On both counts, this bill
misses the mark; it violates the rights of the people and it does so without the consent of
the governed. Government does not have the power, and may never try to claim the
power, to make health decisions for people or to use forced medical interventions. The
proposed procedures in this bill fall under the definition of forced medical interventions.
This bill destroys our freedom, destroys human rights and changes the nature of our
government from a democratic one, which serves the people and protects our rights, to
a dictatorial one, which controls the people and violates our rights.

Reps — the voting of yes on this bill would be a outrageous betrayal of your oath of
office and to the spirit of freedom and human rights, which so many have given their
lives to promote.

The evidence shows the Government over-reacted to COVID and caused much tangible
damage to the people of Hawaii with its lockdown restrictions, including an increase in
depression, anxiety, stress, domestic violence, child abuse and suicide. Come out of
fear and THINK CLEARLY. Do not give the Government more power, permanent
power, to monitor our lives indefinitely.






HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:34:39 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;?)szlt]:l;r: PLZSa?mgat
| Sky S Kubby || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

The New CDC COVID19 Death Rate is .26% (just like what Stanford and Oxford said).
The Death rate for FluZone (Written on the leading Flu Vaccine's own trials on insert) is
.6%!!! SARS fatality rate was 9.4% and Ebola was 40.4% according to the CDC. We
need to be DONE with this fear-mongering PARANOIA peddling already! The CDC
death rate of .26% should be taken into account as well as the unlikelyhood of
asymptomatic spreading: https://www.cnbc.com/2020/06/08/asymptomatic-coronavirus-
patients-arent-spreading-new-infections-who-says.html? __source=twitter%7Cmain



https://www.cnbc.com/2020/06/08/asymptomatic-coronavirus-patients-arent-spreading-new-infections-who-says.html?__source=twitter%7Cmain
https://www.cnbc.com/2020/06/08/asymptomatic-coronavirus-patients-arent-spreading-new-infections-who-says.html?__source=twitter%7Cmain
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Besides, we already have the cure. HCQ has been used by over 6,000 doctors world
wide who ahve reported it safe for use over the last 70 years. Prescribed without a
problem even to pregnant women, and found to be effective against #COVID19 as
antiviral. "

https://youtu.be/bzZVZqspG_207?fbclid=lIwAR1laYufSpsowlHIE8pYZoCQInhWjjSaOVT|D
5Dpoj2sHAVoNyOWLFFMKI

Additionally, | was astonished at the Town Hall Meeting of Hilton’s’ apparent lack of
awareness when asked what strain of coronavirus the tests were actually testing for.
The caller was worried hearing the virus has mutated into over 100 strains. Hilton's
answer was that the PCR swab test tested for the COVID-19 virus, which covers all of
the potential mutated strains. He mentioned that there was some other "more scientific
name" for it but didn't seem to know.

https://virologydownunder.com/covid-19-is-not-a-virus-but-sars-cov-2-
is/?fbclid=IwAR1cPOay37J5b04bZyIHMJIYOYGI1rE MXTdKT|SuDil3G7zWsTdrHnRubtb

Q

| feel this bill give too much power to the DOH. Lastly here's a list of thing Helath
Experts got wrong and should not be used to enforce any kind of legislation here in
Hawaii: https://www.facebook.com/OfficialLizWheeler/videos/742486443161188/UzpfST
EwNzlyOTk5MjU6MTAYMTKwNDQ3MjYzMjM3MjU/

Mahalo for you ongoing fight for Truth, Freedom.

Sky Kubby


https://www.facebook.com/hashtag/covid19?__eep__=6&source=feed_text&epa=HASHTAG
https://virologydownunder.com/covid-19-is-not-a-virus-but-sars-cov-2-is/?fbclid=IwAR1cPOay37J5b04bZylHMJYOyG1rE_MXTdKTjSuDiI3G7zWsTdrHnRubtbQ
https://virologydownunder.com/covid-19-is-not-a-virus-but-sars-cov-2-is/?fbclid=IwAR1cPOay37J5b04bZylHMJYOyG1rE_MXTdKTjSuDiI3G7zWsTdrHnRubtbQ
https://virologydownunder.com/covid-19-is-not-a-virus-but-sars-cov-2-is/?fbclid=IwAR1cPOay37J5b04bZylHMJYOyG1rE_MXTdKTjSuDiI3G7zWsTdrHnRubtbQ
https://www.facebook.com/OfficialLizWheeler/videos/742486443161188/UzpfSTEwNzIyOTk5MjU6MTAyMTkwNDQ3MjYzMjM3MjU/
https://www.facebook.com/OfficialLizWheeler/videos/742486443161188/UzpfSTEwNzIyOTk5MjU6MTAyMTkwNDQ3MjYzMjM3MjU/

HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:33:52 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: N Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Cynthia Ewald || Testifying for Business || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:34:40 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Ashley Flemino || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives Committee on Consumer Protection and
Commerce HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Ashley Flemino

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Ashley Flemino and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Hawaii. My physical address is 75-5779 Melelina Street , Kailua-Kona HI 96740. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in 84€«STRONG
OPPOSITION&E« to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at
higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how
the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher
risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community. The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible
for the costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” &€«With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any
limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and



undisclosed amount of money to do so. Ta€<his hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:34:43 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| nathan patry || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| am appalled to see this pilau attempt. The legislature is an elected body subject to the
will of the people. Bureaucrats are political appointees not subject to the will of the
people, only the party that put them in their position of power. So how can it pass for
any semblance of intelligent thought for an elected body to draft legislation that
abdicates their authority to some petty politically appointed bureaucrat, in the case of
this bill the Director of Health?

If this is how our legislators are capable of dealing with the world, why do we need a
legislature? They are proposing to abdicate legislative, judicial, and executive authority
to some non-elected, and therefore not subject to the will of the residents, political
appointee. Therefore the next piece of legislation should be the abolishment of Hawaii
legislature because this bill abdicates the need for their existence. This is the basis of
fascist regimes!

All of that before the meat of the proposed legislation. The World Health Organization
says Covid-19 cannot be spread by individuals that do not present

symptoms. TheWHO further clarifies there is no surface transmission. Therefore,
according to the World Health Organization, nobody should be quarantined, isolated, or
have their liberties otherwise infringed upon unless they show symptoms. Furthermore,
the US Department of Veterans Affairs advises veterans and employees that Covid-19
is transmitted the same as the regular flu. We do not destroy freedoms, liberties,
futures, economies, or dreams because of fear of the flu! We use common sense, wash
our hands, and stay home when sick.

Please pull your heads out of the sand and be worthwhile and effective for the residents
of Hawaii. Do not abdicate the powers of your elected positions, do not allow politically
appointed and beholden bureaucrats to determine the future of our state and the extent
of constitutionally guaranteed liberties.

Mahalo,

Nathan Patry



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:36:04 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Cary a Hiltsley || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:36:23 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Aimee || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Amy Rice

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Amy Rice and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of

Honolulu. My physical address is ********+x*xix (radgcted for privacy), Honolulu, Hl
96816. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in

STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Why are these allocations on this bill? It's ridiculous!

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1

Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:36:52 PM

Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Simone Derow- Individual Oppose No

Ostapowicz

Comments:




HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:37:21 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Malia Baker || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this proposal. This violates our rights and everything America is
supposed to stand for. Our freedoms are being taken away which is not okay.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:39:52 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Pa Chi || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:40:37 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Joseph Glenn || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Joseph Glenn

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Joe Glenn and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. My physical address is 45-241 Nukumomi Place, Kaneohe, HI. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

It is incredibly dishonest how quickly you are trying to push a bill of this
magnitude through. This bill has major implications for our own personal
freedoms and you aren't allowing any kind of in person testimony. |seriously
doubt that this is something that the people of Hawai'i want or that you even
asked them. This bill is a sign of major government overreach.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal
of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary.
According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their
home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are
“deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of



spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection
within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person
to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater
(undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently
infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may
actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very
infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are
also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be
held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is
actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or
family against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1)
The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or
isolation is so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This
undermines the United States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A
person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore
the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group without
the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that
would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been
protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt,
and use of the information may include the sharing of the information between or
among the department, other governmental agencies, and private entities under
contract with the department.”



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:41:33 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Lissa Cockett || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: LISSA Cockett

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Lissa Cockett and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
[yourcounty]. My physical address is in Hawaii Kai, Honolulu, HI 96825. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Mahalo nui for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:35:36 PM
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Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Jordan Chun

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Jordan Chun and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is 4688 Moi Rd, Hanapepe, HI 96716. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual's express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1

Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:43:15 PM

Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. L Testifier Present at
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Mikaila Cravalho- Individual Oppose No

Meyers

Comments:




HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:41:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| heather culp || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 SD1

| do not support mandatory testing, tracking, quarantine, or other unidentifed actions
during a health emergency. And | do not support a fine of $5000 or other amount for

refusal.

| do not support giving power to DOH with no time constraints.

| do not support ANY mandatory Vaccinations including any under an emergency

declaration.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:43:20 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| derek pegg || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:44:38 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| emily || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS BILL. It’s an invasion of our privacy, and of our
constitutional rights! My children are vaccine injured and we should not be forced

to get a vaccine



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:45:21 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| gabrielle || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY oppose this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
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Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Laine || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Aloha,

My name is Laine Hamamura and | am a voting resident of Oahu in the city of Honolulu.
| strongly oppose HB2502 SD1. My testimony for opposing this bill is that | do not agree
with the power it gives to the Director of Health. Why is this individual going to be
allowed to determine what is necessary to protect the public health and safety? | do not
agree with the vague language in this bill and do not agree with how it disregards the
individual’s freedom at the discretion of the Director of Health.

Can you imagine allowing the Director of Health to have the power to quarantine,
monitor personal records, and fine non-complying travelers as well as all who have
been suspected to come in contact with that traveler suspected of having an infectious
disease? How can we allow this to become legal? Please vote in opposition to this bill.
No one will be exempt from the ramifications of this if it is passed.

Mahalo for your consideration and service to the people of Hawaii.
Sincerely,

Laine Hamamura



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:47:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM
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Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Rachel Kaiama

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Rachel Kaiama and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County

of ‘Oahu. My physical address is 2257 Kapahu Street, Honolulu, HI 96813. | am writing
my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health. The bill removes
personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United States Constitution, our 1st,
4th and 5th Amendment Bill of Rights without meeting the burden of proof that the
removal of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary.

According to the proposed bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from
their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are
“‘deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading
infection.” This is especially unethical and unwarranted legislation on your part as the
information on the CDC website confirms that “The onset and duration of viral shedding
and the period of infectiousness for COVID-19 are not yet known. It is possible that
SARS-CoV-2 RNA may be detectable in the upper or lower respiratory tract for weeks
after iliness onset, similar to infections with MERS-CoV and SARS-CoV. However,
detection of viral RNA does not necessarily mean that infectious virus is present. There
are reports of asymptomatic infections (detection of virus with no development of



symptoms) and pre-symptomatic infections (detection of virus prior to development of
symptoms) with SARS-CoV-2, but their role in transmission is not yet known.”

However, it is not defined how the department would determine if an individual or group
of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide
for any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a
person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them from. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect
individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine facility. This is ludicrous and
would make the government directly responsible for the heartache of families and the
life of a person.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness. Further, the act will cause extreme financial
hardship and burdens on our families and the government will end up paying for the
expenses for those who cannot afford to pay.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may



include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

| beg you to seriously table this bill today!

Sincerely,

Rachel Kaiama



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:45:12 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Marc Haine || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This testimony is in strong opposition to the proposed HB2502 SD1

Respect our Constitution. This is appalling abuse of power.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:48:50 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| carla gangini || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:48:35 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| dennis groves || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



RE: HB 2502
Testimony in opposition to the bill.
| strongly oppose HB2502 and ask you to scrap this bill and start over.

This bill is literally the biggest loss of freedoms since the interment of Japanese
Americans during WWII. It is a huge overreach of power by the state at the cost of our
individual freedoms and rights. The bill does not represent a balanced approach to a
health crisis, but instead encourages an overreaction by an unaccountable bureaucracy.

This bill would give the director of the department of health the power to unilaterally
detain any person in solitary confinement (called “isolation” in this bill) at his discretion,
with the only remedy being a court hearing that the detained person may not be allowed
to attend! No proof or even evidence of infection is required. Criminals are given more
rights. And to add to their loss of freedom, the detained person will have to pay for their
stay, at a facility or place, and at a cost, that is not their choice. The potential for abuse is
enormous. No one should hand over the power to lock up innocent civilians to a single
government official.

| know this pandemic is serious but you lawmakers should be ashamed for seriously
considering this law. There are almost no checks or balances to abuse of power and you
are asking innocent civilians to give up their freedom.

Did you read the bill carefully? There are no limits on the decisions of the director of the
department of health other than the possibility of appealing to a court hearing if wrongly
detained. There is no clarification of time limits for isolation (which sounds like solitary
confinement). No mention of testing as much as possible to avoid lengthy isolation. And
there is an open door to more or other undefined measures the director deems necessary
in writing the rules.

The bill gives too much power and potential for abuse to a single individual in
government without checks or balances or meaningful recourse.

Please do not pass this bill.
Sincerely,

Don King
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Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Abi Admassu

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good evening,

My name is Abi Admassu and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is 4558 Ananalu Rd, Hanalei HI 96714. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:50:04 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Angelica || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose/strongly oppose this billl! HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:50:27 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Tanya Agarkov || Individual || Support || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1 my personal reasons as to how unconstitutional
this is.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:51:37 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| kristina || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:50:12 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Petra Schmieder || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

"l oppose/ Strongly oppose HB2502HD1"



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:52:41 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Guy Vaught || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| Oppose Bill HB2502

Best

Guy Vaught



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:52:46 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Steven West || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

June 23, 2020

The Honorable CPH (HB 2502) Committee
Hawaii State Capitol

RE: HB 2502 Relating to Health

Dear Committee,

| oppose HB2502 because it removes my civil liberties sanctioned in the U.S. and
Hawaii State Constitution. HB2502 is overbearing, infringes, and overreaches my
constitutional and legal protection. Where does one draw the line? The State will never
lift the draconian actions against the people. No other time in history has the State of
Hawaii taken civil liberties away from American citizens. This bill stipulates harsh
measures against civil rights and, if passed, will result in complaints to the Office of Civil
Rights and U.S. Department of Justice. Attorney General Barr said that he would pursue
legal action against states restricting Americans' free speech, religious liberty, and

freedom to travel.
Sincerely,
Steven West

Kapolei Resident



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:52:57 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Ray Songtree || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

It is outrageous to give an unelected official police powers, control of tax revenues, and
ability to arrest anyone for an indefinite period of time.

This person would then be dictator of Hawaii.

There are NO, Zero tests that are 100% accurate. Especially new communicablie
diseases have no tests that are accurate. Screening is then arbitrary as is the situation
today, where any positive test result is called a confirmed covid case. This is not

true. The only thing known is that the inaccurate tests gave a positive result. The tests
say that they are not for diagnosisi.

While other states like South Dakota is considering passing a law the no mnadatory
medical procedures will ever be implemented, Hawaii is jumping to give all power to an
unelected offiicial.

The Dept of Health has had nothing to say about herbicide use at schools. Why would
anyone give them credence or authority? | oppose creating a dictator that can arrest
(isoloate) anyone for 10 days before they would have a hearing. And who will defend
the victim, when the Director Dept of Health has already been determined to be GodI?

| am 67 years old and educated. Don't detroy the first Amendment because someone
thinks someone else is a health danger and suddenly has no rights.

| will refuse and fight the fine with the US constitution in my hand. Do not vote for this
billl Vote against!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:53:21 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nicole Pagan || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

On behalf of all concerned mothers | strongly oppose HB2502 HD1. It is unconditional,
our children are already subjected to dozens of vaccines. | will not allow my child to be
subjected to being a guinea pig for a new vaccine. This passes , homeschool is
definitely the next option for me.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:54:32 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Darrell Gella || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| Strongly Oppose this bill!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:55:07 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| martina dodson || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Another gut and replace bill trying to enforce horrific unconstitutional laws. To separate
families and isolate and quarantine people. Seriously criminal. This is no other then
Nazi laws if you really read the whole thing.

Anyone who votes yes on something sick like this will go down in history as human
rights violations dictator.

| strongly oppose these kind of tyrannical proposals amd laws.
Aloha.

Martina D, Maui



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:55:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Audrey Pasion || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:55:08 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Wendi Wasson || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: [yourname]
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020
Aloha,

My name is Wendi Wasson and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Hawaii. My physical address is 74-1529 Hao Kuni St, Kailua Kona HI 96740

After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to



a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;



(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:55:52 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Neal Detwiler || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:56:50 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Katia makovskiy || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

We the people of the United States of America, have the God given right to make our
own decisons! We should not be forced to give up our rights because of, the fear of the
unknown. We do not agree with our privacy being taken away!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:57:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kamaile Puaoi || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose the allowance of the DOH to make manditory to all persons, due to an
exeption from Chapter 91, a enforced form of vaccination to mitigate this disease.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:59:40 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Nysa Barboza || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:02:10 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| kiani || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 9:56:53 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| tanya brickley || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Oppose anything that we the people cannot vote on for ourselves. It is our rights to
follow the constitution, not the way the government is changing it. The government

works for the people not against us.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:03:24 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| David Evett || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Aloha Representatives of The Citizens of Hawaii,

| am astounded by the verbiage of HB 2502 HD1. We, the citizens of Hawaii, have
elected our representatives, in the thinking that they will look out for our best interests.
As stated in this proposed bill, the Director of Health, which is an appointed position,
would hold higher authority than the Governor of Hawaii, in regards to our States
security under the guise of "public health and safety”. This is completely absurd. After
reading the entire proposed bill, | am in shock. The grey area and loopholes are
abundant for the potential abuse of power and authoritarian control. The attempt to fast
track this legislation is disheartening and disgusting. | am opposed to this bill 100%.
Please go back to the drawing board, for all of our sakes.

Mahalo for your time,

David K. Evett



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:03:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Amanda || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| strongly oppose this unjust bill. The attorney general and department of health are not
authorities on presenting or proposing unjust bills. This bill is a violation of our
constitutional rights to freedom of travel and pursuit of happiness and health. I'm
disgusted with the Governor, attorney general, and anyone who proposed this bill. | can
assure you that not all the public is blinded by the media's biases and agenda. The
people are waking up to the corruption and lobbying happening in the government. The
democratic party is losing members every day they try to restrict and control the citizens
of this FREE land. The corona virus is statistically insignificant. Every year more people
die from the flu and tuberculosis yet we've never had a worldwide panic and

shutdown. Statistics are facts, and facts are stubborn. You can't keep lying as a

means to diminish freedom.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:03:24 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Leslie Hainsworth || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Leslie Hainsworth

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good morning,

My name is Leslie Hainsworth and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County
of Maui. My physical address is 5170 B Hanawai St. Lahaina, HI 96761. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

| strongly believe that this bill violates our constitutional rights to "life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness”. What is life and liberty if we are forced (possibly without proof of
being ill) to "quarantine” or "isolate" in a facility at our own (undisclosed) expense,
unable to work to provide for our families. It further violates our constitutional rights of
freedom and liberty with the possibility of a mandated vaccine in order for our children to
attend school or for us to be able to travel. We have a right over our bodies and what
we put into them. It is our choice, our freedom to choose.



This bill gives absolute power to the DOH in the event of an emergency (like he one
we are in the midst of) and takes away the voice of the people of Hawaii. Absolute
power to mandate certain protocols, without the checks and balances of legislation or
the like.

| strongly oppose HR 2502



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:04:21 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| melissa resgonia || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

It is shocking the agenda that is trying to be forced upon us by these people of power |
do not support this for my family for my friends or for mankind in general! This is an
abomination



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:04:09 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Anna White || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This has gotten completely out of hand and must stop immediately. No government
should ever tell me what to do with my body nor do | have to comply with unreasonable
demands that will make me ill. HI has done all that was asked of us and HI still asks us
to give up our lives,our livelihoods, and our children's innocence and for what? People
die every day. It is sad but locking us up and forcing us into isolation will not stop a
virus. Masks are ridiculous and do not prevent the spread of this disease. If people are
sick they should stay home but people that do not follow rules will not follow this one
either. It's almost like tightening gun laws in hopes that the criminals will abide by your
laws. That doesn't work either and only negatively impacts law abiding citizens. |
oppose this bill on behalf of my children and all parents that do not wish to be controled
or treated like Jewish people during the Holocaust. This makes me sick to think that
our legislatures that are supposed to be fighting for us and our rights and allowing this
to occur behind closed doors and not following proper lawful procedures.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:05:39 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kealii Pooloa || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS BILL.

This bill clearly violates our human rights and constitutional rights. This fear mongering
approach to an emergency response undermines my right to make informed decisions
for myself and my family. It is stated in the 4th ammendment: "the right of the people to
be secure in their persons, houses, papers and effects, against unreasonable searches
and seizures, shall not be violated." (unless there is a warrant based on probable
cause)

| do not give consent to giving total blanket authoritarian rule to the government,
especially to the director of the Department of Health, whom is not voted into

office. The complete lack of transparency is alarming, as is the enforcement of
removing our rights under the guise of "public safety” to issue severe mandates such as
"isolation" which historically conjours up images of Internment Camps. That may seem
extreme, but under this bill it is possible. Any and all testing and health information
gathered is not subject to subpoena, discovery or introduction as evidence should |
choose to contest the findings in court and that violates my rights. Forced vaccinations
also violate my rights to medical freedom and to make those choices myself for my
family as the Supreme Court has stated vaccines to be "unavoidably unsafe."

| have faith you will work to find a more humane approach to the issue of infectious
diseases and public health that allows us the people time to understand, respond and is
transparent, and does not infringe on or blatently removes my rights.

Mahalo for taking your time to read this.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:05:42 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Jessie Cleghorn || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:05:50 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| anna valli || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: ANNA Valli

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good evening,

My name is Anna and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of Maui. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:07:31 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Duane Sosa || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Duane Sosa

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Duane Sosa and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Waiau. My physical address is 98-1648 Hoomaike St., Pearl City, HI 96782. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:05:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Joanna Hensley || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502. Please vote "NO" on this piece of legislation!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:07:40 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Isabelle Martinez || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

The proposed bill HB2502 is another shocking and egregious example of governmental
over-reach and tyranny. This bill is a power grab. It is trying to claim the government
has the right to screen all travelers entering or existing Hawaii, subjecting them to
intrusive questionnaires, testing, investigating, monitoring, quarantining and isolation. It
claims the right to do this under the pretext of protecting "public health.” This bill is a
blatant violation of our unalienable, sovereign human rights, including some which are
enshrined in the US Constitution and Hawaii State Constitution, such as the 4th
amendment right to be secure in our person without being subject to searches and
seizures (unless there is a warrant based on probable cause). As stated clearly in one
of the founding documents of this nation, the Declaration of Independence,
governments are only instituted to secure the rights of the people (not to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. On both counts, this bill
misses the mark; it violates the rights of the people and it does so without the consent of
the governed. Government does not have the power, and may never try to claim the
power, to make health decisions for people or to use forced medical interventions. The
proposed procedures in this bill fall under the definition of forced medical interventions.
This bill destroys our freedom, destroys human rights and changes the nature of our
government from a democratic one, which serves the people and protects our rights, to
a dictatorial one, which controls the people and violates our rights.

The voting of yes on this bill would be a outrageous betrayal of your oath of office and to
the spirit of freedom and human rights, which so many have given their lives to promote.

The evidence shows the Government over-reacted to COVID and caused much tangible
damage to the people of Hawaii with its lockdown restrictions, including an increase in
depression, anxiety, stress, domestic violence, child abuse and suicide. Come out of
fear and THINK CLEARLY. Do not give the Government more power, permanent
power, to monitor our lives indefinitely.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:07:43 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| matthew silvey || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill because it is a vioation of our constituional rights and
freedoms. The department of health is not an authority nor is it in their scope to
propose bills. The attorney general is also not supposed to be proposing bills, they are
supposed to enforce the law and rights of the citizen's of this country. This is a gross
misuse of power to manipulate people and take away freedoms. Please do not ruin our
country and state by allowing this nonsense to occur for a virus that is less deadly than
the flu or tuberculosis. This madness must stop because the numbers and severity
does not support these kinds of mandates.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:08:40 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| derek ramos || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

I, derek ramos, am in opposition to hb2502.
Thank you,
Derek Ramos

808.342.1677



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:07:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Hope || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill goes against all human and constitutional rights



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:12:20 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Testifying for Hawalii
Sarah Man Autism Foundation Oppose No

Comments:




HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:14:12 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jenn Ellenburg || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:15:07 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Jacqueline Bosman || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

HB 2502 HD1 is a gross mistrust on our human rights as U.S. citizens. | do not agee
with giving power to declare an “emergency “ to the Director of DOH, especially without
time limits. Added term “ isolate” vs. “quarantine” is also very concerning and vague to
say the least. Holding--“confinement of individuals or groups believed to have been
exposed to a communicable or dangerous disease, or who otherwise have or create a
potential risk of transmitting a communicable or dangerous disease to others”-- a
perosn, family or group against thier will for simply thinking (not having proof) they are a
threat to others is simply unlawful. | strongly object to invasion of privacy mandating
medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then be shared
with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should
remain so. All in all this bill is unconstitutional and far too overreachng for me or any of
my fellow Hawaii residents to allow. We oppose!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:13:48 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| KENDRAMURR | Individual | Oppose || No
Comments:

The proposed items in this bill are unconstitutional at best, and infrigement at worst.

The people of Hawaii do not stand by this bill.

We have rights and we will use our voice to oppose those in favor of this.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:16:01 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Tori Daguio || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: [yourname]

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is [yourname] and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
[yourcounty]. My physical address is *******x*xxx* (redacted for privacy), [yourcity], HI
[yourzip]. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony

in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of

the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Tori Daguio



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:17:27 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Stephanie Costantino || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This bill will allow a government official to remove me from my house if they SUSPECT
that | am in danger of infecting others. HOW does this not VIOLATE my constitutional
rights?? You work for ME and yet, this bill suggests that | am YOUR PROPERTY. BE
ADVISED, if this passes, and is EVER enforced, the enforcing officer will be liable in his
PRIVATE CAPACITY for breaking his oath of office. This is a gross over-reach of power
and control. | STRONGLY OPPOSE this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:17:09 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
|Shante| Pacatang-Hirai || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPOSE THIS HB2502 HD1 and will REFUSE to have my children/family
do this!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:18:54 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Cassie Almarez || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| respectfully oppose HB2502 as it is written.

The DOH should not be given the power to declare a health emergency. Thie ability to
do this should lie with the Governor only not the director of the department of health.

Should isolation or quarantine be necessary it must be the persons choosing of where
to lodge. Not in a "camp or facility" mandated by the government unless again it is the
person's choosing.

Please vote against this bill. Please uphold our constitutional freedoms.

Thank you for your time.

Respectully Cassie Almarez



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:19:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Jenna Scanlan || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

[, Jenna Scanlan, strongly oppose HB2502 due to the fact that it could possibly require
all school age children to be vaccinated for COVID-19 in order to attend school along
with other requirements . | don’t believe there has been enough time to create as well
as test the effectiveness and safety of a COVID-19 vaccine to be able to mandate it for
anyone. This bill would allow for the Director of the DOH to declare an emergency with
no time constraints. This would allow for a COVID-19 vaccine to be mandated without
any public knowledge or input on the matter. | STRONGLY OPPOSE HB2502.



HB-2502-HD-1

Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:17:54 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
ronald lee heller Testifying for Oppose No

forourrights.com

Comments:

| am vehemently opposed to this bill




HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:22:16 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Michael Shooltz || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

The proposed bill HB2502 is another shocking and egregious example of governmental
over-reach and tyranny. This bill is a power grab. It is trying to claim the government
has the right to screen all travelers entering or existing Hawaii, subjecting them to
intrusive questionnaires, testing, investigating, monitoring, quarantining and isolation. It
claims the right to do this under the pretext of protecting "public health.” This bill is a
blatant violation of our unalienable, sovereign human rights, including some which are
enshrined in the US Constitution and Hawaii State Constitution, such as the 4th
amendment right to be secure in our person without being subject to searches and
seizures (unless there is a warrant based on probable cause). As stated clearly in one
of the founding documents of this nation, the Declaration of Independence,
governments are only instituted to secure the rights of the people (not to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. On both counts, this bill
misses the mark; it violates the rights of the people and it does so without the consent of
the governed. Government does not have the power, and may never try to claim the
power, to make health decisions for people or to use forced medical interventions. The
proposed procedures in this bill fall under the definition of forced medical interventions.
This bill destroys our freedom, destroys human rights and changes the nature of our
government from a democratic one, which serves the people and protects our rights, to
a dictatorial one, which controls the people and violates our rights.

The voting of yes on this bill would be a outrageous betrayal of your oath of office and to
the spirit of freedom and human rights, which so many have given their lives to promote.

The evidence shows the Government over-reacted to COVID and caused much tangible
damage to the people of Hawaii with its lockdown restrictions, including an increase in
depression, anxiety, stress, domestic violence, child abuse and suicide. Come out of
fear and THINK CLEARLY. Do not give the Government more power, permanent
power, to monitor our lives indefinitely.



Please have the courage to stand up for We the People!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:21:39 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Margaret Pawlick || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Good afternoon,

My name is Margaret Pawlick and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is 2228 Oka St. Kilauea HI 96754 . After reading HB2501
and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502
related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation



as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”



Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:22:18 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Maly Gella || Individual || Oppose || Yes
Comments:

This government overreach has to stop. The power that has been given to our
department of health, an agency that we the people have NOT elected, is wrong and
violates our rights as free citizens of this state. | Strongly Oppose HB 2502 and ask that
you, our Public Servants, Elected Officials, do the same!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:22:37 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| mele beter || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:22:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| brandon murr || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This is an infringement of rights. We should not require tracking, or quarantine, for many
reasons. This is a free country and citizens have the right to decide travel decisions for
themselves without the governments over-reaching hand being involved.

Hawaii has shown its true colors during these last few months, so its time to get it right.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:22:41 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Laurie Puglia || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill. We have freedom in this country, and this bill infringes on our
Constitutional rights! This is not China, and we will not be subjected to living under a
Government that controls our freedom. This bill represents tyranny.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:24:05 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nick Finken || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| oppose this Bill as it is completely unconstitutional and unnecessary as this “virus”
does not pose a threat Amy more than the seasonal flu. This is much bigger than a virus

and we do not consent.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:24:33 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jennifer Doran || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| am not against measures being taken to prevent outbreaks and/or spread of
communicable or dangerous diseases. As a former first responder and healthcare
worker, | am well aware of the risks involved. However, in light of the draconian
measures put into place by the State of Hawaii and City & County of Honolulu in
response to COVID-19, total lockdown of this magnitude and length of

time is unjustified, uncalled for, and unconstitutional. | refuse to support future
decisions, especially these suggested IN THE ABSENCE OF Governor's emergency
proclamations, which | see as knee-jerk response to unwarranted fear. Of course all
deaths are significant, but 17 TOTAL statewide is far from breaching the State's limit of
healthcare resources, and is absolutely no reason to tank our economy, destroy
businesses and upend lives. | strongly oppose giving the State (or its Public Health
Director) arbitrary power to "Take other action as deemed necessary by the director to
prevent, prepare for, respond to, mitigate, and recover from a serious outbreak of
communicable or dangerous disease," without limits.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:25:08 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
|  FEORA CADINA | Individual | Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE HB 2502 HD1!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:24:40 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nicole Gueco || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Nicole Gueco

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Aloha,

My name is Nicole Gueco and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. I live in Ko olaupoko, Waimanalo (96795). After reading HB2501 and current
testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to
Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be... at
higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how
the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher
risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.
Aloha,

Nicole Gueco



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:25:55 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Lise Madson || Individual || Support || No
Comments:

Hawaii has done wonderfully in containing covid. | support permanent screening
measures to protect Hawaii & Hawaiian residents. Public health support should be
provided for returning residents and others arriving in need of Health care if screening
shows an issue. Thank you for keeping Hawaii safe.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:26:30 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Liliya Agarkov || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill is against the constitution. Every child is entitled to an education. Mandatory
vaccinations are against our freedoms that the forefathers of this great FREE nation of
the United States have written about in the constitution. The forcing of
vaccinations(Covid-19 vaccine) for children to attend school, is against an

individual’s conscience and violates our rights and freedoms as United States citizens.
I’'m a proud United States citizen. It makes me sad to see these simple freedoms taken
away. It's sad to see the road the leaders of this great nation are taking.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:28:19 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jennifer Perry || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill as it violates my privacy as both a US Citizen and an
individual. | do not want any of my personal information, especially biological, collected
or shared with anyone, nor do | want my rights regarding my health choices limited to
and mandated by the government.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:28:51 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Brittney Hedlund || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:
Aloha,

| strongly oppose this bill, HB2502 HD1 because | believe it is a violation of our
constitutional rights.

Mahalo



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:25:23 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Tatiana Basques || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Tatiana A. N. Baques

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Tatiana Basques and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. My physical address is 60 N. Nimitz Hwy #1702 Honolulu, HI 96817. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:29:14 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Puakielenani -
Pennington Individual Oppose No

Comments:
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Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Bianca Foster

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Bianca Foster, and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Maui. My physical address is, 51 Hihio place Kula, HI 96790. After reading HB2501 and
current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502
related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms. If it is unconstitutional to drug test, for



example solely, based on “suspicion” bias, how is it that removing a healthy individual
from their home on suspicion in order to test for Covid-19 would be any more
constitutional? It would not.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
qguarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may



include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety.

As a wife of a teacher who is employed by the Department of Education, it is disturbing
to see so much funding going towards these non-essential groups while at the same
time, the governor is proposing to cut teacher funding through Furloughs. | do not agree
in anyway that funding should support these groups proposed in the Hb 2502 while
funding would be stripped from essential teacher pay that is already at a National low.

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



Mabhalo,

Bianca Foster



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:30:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Brian DeCook || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill as every American citizen should. Bill HB2502 proposes
"Totalitarian Like" laws and policies that are a flagrant violation to the privacy and
freedoms of every American citizen. This Bill came about because of the Covid 19
scare, that we all know now was blown way out of porportion. Covid 19 was not much
worse than the average Flu that goes around each year, yet we shut our entire country
down over it and as a result millions of Americans have lost their jobs and businesses.
In short, | believe we were scammed out of our normal lives. Bill HB2502 is designed to
chip away at our exisiting constitutional rights to have any say so about how we are
treated. We are not cattle. Please stand up for our rights and reject this Bill!

Thank you, Brian DeCook

808-870-7873



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:30:34 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Sonni Bersamina || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| BELIEVE IN THE RIGHT TO BODY AUTONOMY. LETS TEACH PEOPLE HOW TO
STAY HEALTHY. | AM HEALTHY AND I DO NOT NEED BEAUROCRATS MAKING
DECISIONS REGARDING MY HEALTH.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:31:01 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Karen Hockett || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

strongly oppose!
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| Zachary Cappelletti || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

tate of Hawaii House of Representatives

Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Zachary Cappelletti
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Zachary Cappelletti and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County
of Maui. My physical address is 761 Wainee Street, Lahaina, HI, 96761. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.



Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual's express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to



provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:31:57 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Matthew J Gaskey || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:34:58 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| ryan keith || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:
| VOTE "NO".

Step 1. Do not "refuse"” a vaccine otherwise you'll be considered belligerent. Instead you
can politely decline their services by doing the following.

Step 2. Ask the doctor IF THE VACCINE HAS MRC-5 in it( they all do, these are
aborted fetal cells and other DNA). If it does, you have the right to decline.

Step 3. Also ask if there is a possibility of a " latrogenic reaction” ( an adverse reaction
caused by multiple compounds or drugs interacting with each other) from the vaccine (
they all do ). The doctors will say yes it does. At this time you thank the doctor for their
offer and politely walk away.

REMEMBER, doctors have sworn the Hippocrates Oath ( which is to do no harm) and
they must honor it. This is how you can legally ( and respectfully ) decline their offered
mandated services. NOW YOU KNOW WHY.



HB-2502-HD-1
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Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM
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Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Elena Sheatz

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Elena Sheatz and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is 2519 Titcomb St Kilauea, HI 96754. After reading
HB2502 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:36:12 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Tracey Ozuna || Individual || Oppose || Yes
Comments:

| strongly oppose bill HB2502. It is an abuse of governmental power that violates
individuals rights. This is very wrong. The government can and should make
recommendations. They do not have the right to isolate people out of fear.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:37:15 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Edward Anastas || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Edward Anastas

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Edward Anastas and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. My physical address is ********+x*xix (radgcted for privacy), Honolulu, Hl
96825. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of

the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Edward Anastas



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:39:02 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| pahnelopi mckenzie || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| am writing to day to oppose the bill HB2502 SD1. | am perplexed as i read this
proposed bill. It would seem that the care for the citizens of Hawaii is the reason for
such measure. It would seem that the well being of the people was the reason for this.
Yet it is clear that the ability of the state to control and decide each citizens fate is
written in this bill. The use of corona virus to treat people to required injections, tracking
and tracing of where people are. This is just terrible. If the state cared for the wellbeing
of the people the tourism industry would not be active, the airlines would being held
accountable for there shameful business, nourishing food would be required by the
state for all citizen, health care would be available to all. Using corona as a means to
control and create state jurisdiction over human beings is not the answer. Shame on
this bill using fear and unjust concepts with the mask of wellness for the citizen. We
have seen the needs of the people are food, housing, childcare, and education. To hear
of these methods in this bill are more as a control method and mild fascist concepts that
have no right to even being discussed. If the state is so concerned with the health of the
people why are people coming on planes to Hawaii at all. Why does the military have
free reign to come to the islands and not quarantine. These ideas in this bill are broad
and could be used to extreme measures and sounds very scary to me. | oppose this bill
completely. | hope to see bills of wellbeing and protection for citizens but not of this style
or direction. | know these corona times are scary. | know the state is trying to help with
financial hardships, education pathways, and health protective measures. This
potentially violent control that this bill offers is dangerous and should be stopped
immediately. A bill that is providing solutions to wellness not this focus on problem
which is gonna create much more problems. There are so many laws of a democracy
that this bill violates. The potential health risks and human rights that this bill opens the
door to must be stopped. | urge you to stop HB2502 SD1 right now. Let us create a
better pathway to figure this out that does not create gate ways to dangerous levels of
control and violence. As state we can find ways to health and wellness that this
declaration of emergency cannot achieve. Please stop this now!! Thank you for your
time and the continued process of finding our way through this pandemic. Blessings to
you and your family, Pahnelopi McKenzie



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:36:46 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Connie Moore || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:41:16 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Gary Hockett || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| repsectfully believe that the level of authority addressed in the bill should not be

delegated to an appointed position (DOH).



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:43:31 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Babatunji Heath || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Jennifer Grace
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Jennifer Grace and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of Honolulu.
My physical address is ************** (redacted for privacy), Ewa Beach, HI 96706. After reading

HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502
related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United States
Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded and
well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy
individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would determine if an
individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does
not provide for any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a
person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a
quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection,
even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a facility with
other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the
very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are also no
safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine
facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in quarantine
or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to the community.
The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of food,
lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's health
plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family aqgainst their will without
providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long
they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of
money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States
which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The number of
individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to
render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United States Constitutional
protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court
could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group
without the individual’s express consent.



| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in mandating
medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then be shared with
private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text
from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of the
information between or among the department, other governmental agencies, and private
entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other than public
health. Per the BiIll,
“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;
(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;
(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;
(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;
(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the
operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance;
and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in
the tourism special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:44:44 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Danielle Maluo || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Danielle Maluo

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Danielle Maluo and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Hilo. My physical address is 178 W. Kawailani St., Hilo, HI 96720. After reading HB2501
and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502
related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:44:09 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Tori || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:44:52 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Janet Saxvold || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:45:15 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;iztl?:lc?r: PLZSa?mgat
| Alexandra Marshall || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Good afternoon. My name is Alexandra Marshall, and | am a resident of the State
of Hawaii in the County of Honolulu. Ilive on Fort Shafter and am an Army
veteran, Army spouse, and mother of three. After reading HB2501 and current
testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related
to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal
of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary.
According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their
home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are
“deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of
spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection
within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person
to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater
(undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently
infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may
actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very
infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are
also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.



Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be
held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is
actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or
family against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1)
The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or
isolation is so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This
undermines the United States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A
person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore
the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group without
the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that
would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been
protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt,
and use of the information may include the sharing of the information between or
among the department, other governmental agencies, and private entities under
contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes
other than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special
fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of
debt service on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing
expenses related to the issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used
to acquire the conservation easement and other real property interests in Turtle
Bay, Oahu, for the protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural
resources important to the State, until the bonds are fully amortized;



(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under
section 2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation
of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5
per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism
special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:45:12 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Alisen Celestyne || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Alisen Celestyne

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Alisen Celestyne and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is Kahala St, KAPAA, HI, 96746. After reading HB2501 and
current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502
related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:49:10 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Rose Marion || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This sounds like an unconstitutional law which is made to sound good but could easily
be abused by an already power hungry government.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:49:55 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Eric Apaka || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

NO MANDATORY VAX FOR COVID19 TO ATTEND SCHOOL!!! NOT ON MY KIDS!!!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:49:17 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization -Iggssflt?oer: PLZSa?mgat
| Jessica Tamaribuchi || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1 for the fact that it infringes on an individual's right to
privacy and other personal freedoms which are guaranteed by United States
Constitution.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:50:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| nick manwill || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

As a head of household, sole provider, and supporter of American liberties and our
constitutional rights, | oppose HB2502 and it's gut and replace agenda to reform it as
HB 2502 SD1. Sections 14 and 15 of Article Il of the Hawaii Constitution require that
the subject matter of each bill be specified in its title, and that each bill have three
readings in each house on separate days. This is a amendment SD1 is a direct violation
of privacy, an infringement on American freedoms, and an insult to a persons ability to
care for themselves and their families. No entity, government or other should ever have
the power to pursue and remove a person against their will from a family or home based
on whether said entity thinks they May or may not have contracted an illness. This is an
overstep of boundaries that will lead to revolt and cause law abiding citizens to defend
their home from intrusion and kidnapping. Officials do not reserve the right to know
immunization history, travel history or whereabouts of an individual during any
emergency proclamation or other. It is the state’s responsibility to provide sufficient
healthcare to those who freely choose to seek it. No person should have healthcare,
isolation, or quarantine forced upon them against their will. Hawaii needs to better
prepare their healthcare infrastructure to care for an influx of ill people, not spy on, and
imprison them in in isolation or persecute and fine them if they object. That is not liberty,
that is not freedom, and | will not stand for it.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:54:15 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| kathryn kane || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Kathryn Kane

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Kathryn Kane. | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. My physical address is ********xxkxxx (radgcted for privacy), Honolulu, Hawaii ,
96836.

After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am sending my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined



how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility itself. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be
remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk
of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person
could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an
infectious disease. This means they could thereby contract the very infectious disease
from which the state was supposed to protect them! There are no safeguards specified
in the bill to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be NO LIMIT set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation. This is all without the burden of proof that the individual is
actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.”

With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against their will without providing
any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long they could
be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to
do so.

This hardly seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which
expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.
My freedoms guaranteed to me by the Constitution, you wish to extinguish. | must
speak up now, or forever be silent.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating



circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathryn Kane



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:57:26 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Mia Sibayan || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:57:06 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Shanti Devi || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill. Our constitutional rights are being violated without taking the
time to thoroughly analyze the actual data. The CDC is reporting the death rate as
0.26%. Very close to the seasonal flu numbers and we are destroying the worlds
economy and trampling our rights,privacy and most importantly our ability to decide
what is done to our body.

Shanti Devi

resident of the Big Island of Hawaii



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 10:58:16 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Florence Tisna || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HD2502 HD1 because this is unconstitutional.

| strongly oppose of the mandate of C19vax for all school kids without public input of
going thru legislature. Unacceptable - State/Government/County doesn't have the right
to decide to force or put anything in a person especially a child. We don't live in a
communist world!

| strongly oppose of mandatory testing, tracking, quarantine. Very unconstitution and is
an infringment on the right of an individual. People are already suffering due to the
rules places by Governer Ige and Mayor of all Island. Economy isn't doing well without
tourist because of the strict rules of tracking, testing, and quarantine. We are people
and not toys to be played with. Its peoples lives that are being played with by the
Governer and Department of Health. This is not America anymore! Hawaii has the
lowest case of all states yet we are held prisoners of our lives. The very breathe has
been taken away from everyone both young and old thanks to Governers & Mayors and
Health organization. Again | oppose of HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:01:22 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Barbara G Garcia || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:01:59 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Aloha Paakaula || Individual || Support || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:02:07 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| oyate mcghan || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:02:37 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Victoria Ng || Individual || Oppose || Yes |
Comments:
Aloha!

Thank you for taking this seriously, and listening to the people
of Hawaii. We have rights, and we are important. We deserve better than this.
| am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against



their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”



Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.
Mabhalo,

Victoria Ng



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:03:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Tina Taniguchi || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| need to know that this bill will not open the door for mandatory vaccinations.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:03:05 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Jaymie Lewis || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:03:24 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Erica Barrett || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| OPPOSE HB2502 SD1 PROPOSED BILL...SPECIFICALLY THE PROPOSED LAWS
CONCERNING COVID19, AND THE RESTRICTIONS ON TRAVEL, ON
QUARANTINE, AND THIS BILL ENCOMPASSES. | OPPOSE IT.

https://www.capitol.hawaii.gov/session2020/bills/HB2502_SD1_PROPOSED_.HTM



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:04:13 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| William Smith || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This is a travesty of a bill that wholly infringes upon the rights of citizens and non-citizen
alike of the state of Hawaii and the United States. It is a sham of a scrub and replace
procedure with little to no public scrutiny during a period of declared

emergency. Nevermind the fact that both the state and the local media has done a
fantastic job in manipulating public opinion on COVID-19 with statements and
sensational headlines that are misleading at best, and outright devoid of the full story on
local, national, or international news, facts, and opinions related to the virus. This bill is
an attempt by the legislature and likely the governor's office (and assuredly special
interest) to fundamentally alter free movement, interstate commerce, and private lives of
persons living on or traveling to Hawaii. Where does the infringement end? With
language not well defined and open to interpretation, one could be "isolated" or
"quarantined” by decree of a bureaucrat for so much as herpes. While that may sound
like hyperbole, | assure you that is as non-spexific as the document reads. Where is the
due process, the right to medical privacy, the constitutional right to freely associate and
travel and engage in interstate commerce? In short, it isn't there. Hawaii is becoming a
farce of a state that doesn't have residents' best interests at heart. Sadly, there are
many like me that are not tied to the state in terms of employment. With draconian
edicts such as these, | will likely move and take my significant tax dollars and local
spending with me. Furthermore, this bill does even more harm by providing a
disincentive for tourists to come to our islands. Without ata vibrant and thriving and
thriving the hospitality industry retiring to Hawaii soon, the gap between socioeconomic
strata will only widen creating classes of citizens more dependant on government at
best, or a desperate, animosity-filled classes at worst. Unless of course that is what this
bill intends to do.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:04:20 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;?)Sstl:fr: PLZS;rmgat
. Testifying for Ho'opae
Laulani Teale Pono Peace Project Oppose No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:04:36 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nalani Koch || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:05:29 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| carla favata || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this draconian bill. | can't believe how long the people oh Hawaii have
allowed this nonsense to go on. The DOH should not have this type of control and | do
not consent to be tested, tracked, traced, etc for someone elses false sense of security.
Please kill this bill!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:04:39 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Prese?“ at
Hearing
| Tina Pao || Individual || Comments || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill, its against my constitutional rights. | Feel the government is over
stepping its boundaries, especially when according to this bill, it puts decisions of my
families health Care into others hands. Government was put in place to protect our
freedom, liberties, and our constitutional rights, not take Care of our health decisions.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:06:29 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| ronald glogovsky || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: [yourname]

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is [yourname] and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
[yourcounty]. My physical address is *******x*xxx* (redacted for privacy), [yourcity], HI
[yourzip]. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony

in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB2502



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:07:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Estelle Cruse || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| oppose this bill! This isn't only unconstitutional, It will eliminate and destroy all tourism
for Hawai'i. You will have more people depending on government assistance and even
more homelessness. Everyone | know, and talked to about this (about 100 people) have
told me they will leave Hawai'i if this passes. We are watching how each of you vote!
We will remember when our voting turn comes up! There is an extremely high recovery
rate for the covid, and We all know it! If this passes, you can expect a rebellion. YOU
NEED TO USE THESE FUNDS TO FIND ALL THE MISSING CHILDREN! YOU NEED
TO USE THESE FUND FOR VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC ABUSE! This law will be unjust

and you can expect to be sued if you pass it.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:10:42 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| michael newgent || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This like many policies that are being created/passed/impossed are color of law and in
violation of the US Constitution. Any law maker who uses color of law to violate the civil
rights of the public can and should be tried and convicted as a criminal per title 18 USC
section 242. The testing has already been proven to give false positives in many

case. This covid situation is being used purely as a political ploy to create fear and
control the population. This sham needs to end immediately. OPEN HAWAII. Let
people work and live their lives. All who support this scam will not be forgetten!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:11:17 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| kristy hoppe || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:12:41 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Lisa || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Lisa Gibson
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020
Aloha,

My name is Lisa Gibson and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Maui. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony
in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed



in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where:

(1) The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or
isolation is so large as to render individual participation impractical”’. This undermines
the United States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have
extenuating circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual
complaints and require an individual to be part of a group without the individual's
express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;



(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:12:55 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Chelle || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose of HB2502 because medical freedom and body autonomy is our right. Nothing
should be mandated for us to partake in without our consent. Bio individuality has to be
considered before pushing anything like this.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:13:22 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;iztl?:lc?r: PLZSa?mgat
| Loraine Lee Patch || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

My name is Loraine Patch and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County
of Kauai. My physical address is 2520 Titcomb Street, Kilauea, HI 96754. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal
of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary.
According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their
home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are
“deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of
spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection
within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person
to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater
(undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently
infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may
actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very
infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are
also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.



Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be
held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is
actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or
family against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:13:29 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Susan Amine || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Susan Amine
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Susan Amine and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. My physical address is 7731 Kalohelani Place, Hobolulu, HI 96925. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat



to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:13:46 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Uamaikai || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:14:06 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Presef‘t at
Position Hearing
Pualani Ramos Testifying for_The (_3reen Oppose No
Preschool in Kailua

Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Pualani Ramos

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good Morning,

My name is Pualani Ramos and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the City and
County of Honolulu. My physical address is 1139 Mokapu Blvd, Kailua, HI 9673.

After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

| don’t think the Department of Health should have such sweeping power to declare an
emergency or be exempt from Chapter 91 regulations.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a



“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This sounds
like the kind of totalitarian state all Americans most likely all people, hope they would
never have to live in.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express

consent. These radical measures could easily be used for political reasons, as the
means of deciding who presents a health threat are so arbitrary.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the BIll,



“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

This bill is a means for the state to fund it's own political best interests under the guise

of “public safety”. At worst it is a move towards the kind of “deep state” we all hope we
never have to be a part of.

Please respect our individual freedoms. Do not use political scare tactics to ruin and
oppress people.

Be pono!!
Don’t pass this bill. Don’t write any more bills like this one.

Life causes death. No stay scared. We can promote health and safety without taking
away our constitutional freedoms.

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Lois Young
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Lois Young and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of Honolulu.
My zip code is 96822. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United States
Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded and
well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy
individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would determine if an
individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does
not provide for any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a
person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a
guarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection,
even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a facility with
other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the
very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are also no
safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine
facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in quarantine
or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to the community.
The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of food,
lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's health
plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against their will without
providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long
they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of
money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States
which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The number of
individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to



render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United States Constitutional
protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court
could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group
without the individual’s express consent.

I am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in mandating
medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then be shared with
private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text
from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of the
information between or among the department, other governmental agencies, and private
entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other than public
health. Per the Bill,
“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized,;
(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;
(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;
(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the
operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance;
and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in
the tourism special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Lois J Young



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:16:25 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| R. L. Souza || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This gut-and-replace nonsense has got to stop! You all should be supremely ashamed
of yourselves for attempting to engage in something so underhanded and
unscrupulous! That it involves such matters as forced isolation and forced vaccination
- considered unconstitutional by many, including myself - makes this action all the more
reprehensible. And to undertake a hearing at a time when the people are prohibited
from delivering their message of staunch opposition personally - well - that's just over-
the-top deceitful. Kill this proposed measure now!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:17:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Bill Singleton || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Bill Singleton

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Bill Singleton and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Hawaii My physical address is ******xxx*kxxx (radacted for privacy), Captain Cook, Hl
96704. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:18:38 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Christine Morrice || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

The latest version of this measure effectively transfers power away from an elected
office (the Governor's Office) into one that is not (the Department of Health). Any
eroding of the people's voting power and shielding of the government's actions away
from legal scrutiny is never a good development no matter who is in office. This
pandemic has necessitated many measures to protect the people. But it has also been
rife with opportunists seeking to take advantage of a new and chaotic situation. Sound
mind and judgment should always prevail when enacting new legislation especially
when it has far-reaching implications.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:17:50 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Jason Paliracio || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| believe this bill violates my constitutional right concerning my health.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:19:00 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Eliel Starbright || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This is a bad bill.I oppose this is tyranny.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:19:34 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Auslynn K Ashby || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| fear for my childrens future, along with everyone else that will be affected by

vaccinations. It is not ok. It is not safe. Please oppose this bill. Mahalo



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:19:46 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Mo || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill being passed.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:20:35 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Tatyana Cerullo || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Tatyana Cerullo
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020
Dear Representatives:

My name is Tatyana Cerullo and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the
County of Honolulu. 1 am in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The emergency powers of the "Director” are tyrranical. It gives one person too much
power that is completely unchecked. For example, troubling is that an emergency can
be declared and then the Director can: "Take other action as deemed necessary by the
director to prevent, prepare for, respond to, mitigate, and recover from a serious
outbreak of communicable or dangerous disease.” Section 325A(a)(5). This is

an extremely broad and unlimited power that would be bestowed upon one

person. When personal freedoms are at stake, there must be public and legislative
input.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal
of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary.
According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their
home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are



“deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of
spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection
within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person
to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater
(undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently
infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may
actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very
infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are
also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be
held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is
actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or
family against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1)
The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or
isolation is so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This
undermines the United States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A
person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore
the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group without
the individual’s express consent.



| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that
would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been
protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt,
and use of the information may include the sharing of the information between or
among the department, other governmental agencies, and private entities under
contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes
other than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special
fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of
debt service on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing
expenses related to the issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used
to acquire the conservation easement and other real property interests in Turtle
Bay, Oahu, for the protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural
resources important to the State, until the bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under
section 2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation
of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5
per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism
special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:22:05 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Preston || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Preston Brandt

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Aloha,

My name is Preston and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of Kauai.
My physical address is 5-4280 Kuhio Hwy Suite 223300 #228, Princeville, HI

96722. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

Please consider the impact this proposal would have on all of us, our families, our
livelihoods, our children, our freedoms. This bill is not a good idea at all and takes away
God-given, unalienable rights.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a



quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual's express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then



be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Please open your eyes to the blatent attack on our God-given, unalienable rights this bill
represents.

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:24:01 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Karolyn Eckstrom || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This bill is a violation of our constitutional and soverign rights as free individuals, our 4th
amendment right to unlawful search and seaizures, stated as which, in the US
constitution and Hawaii state constitution. As stated in the Declaration of Independence,
governments are only insituted to secure the rights of the people (NOT to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. The government does
not have the authority, or shall never claim, to make health decisions or forced medical
interventions for individuals. This bill destroys our freedoms, violates our rights to bodily
sovereignty and changes the nature of our democratic government, which serves the
people; to a dictatorial one, which seeks to control the people. The evidence
overwhelmingly shows, the state of Hawaii over-reacted and overstepped it's authority
to the Covid-19 pandemic. The governement of Hawaii and Governor Ige's lockdown
restrictions, unlawful closures and quarantines, have led to irreversible damages,
unprecedented unemployment, financial losses, restricted access to physical and
psychological care, suicides, child abuse, domestic violence, poverty, depression and it
goes on. The voting of this bill will be a betrayal of your oath of office and the people's
freedom and human rights, that so many in our great country have fought and died to
protect. Do the right thing. Mahalo.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:24:03 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Lori Glorioso || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

As a RN and a lactation specialist, this bill troubles me greatly in that it gives the DOH
far too much control. These wide-ranging mandates take away the right to self-
determination.

Imagine being a new mother separated from your newborn? No measure will protect
that neonate from Covid-19 or any other virus better than the antibodies from the
mother. So when there are broad statements about isolation and separation, that

is frightening.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:24:14 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. . Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
Phukhaothong -

Gnouilaphi Individual Oppose No
Comments:

| am a proud resident of Hawaii and | strongly oppose giving power to the department of
health to declare emergencies, take any action to prevent disease, release confidential
medical info, use officers or law enforcement to enforce emergency declarations. |
believe there should be a process that will give the best interest of the community rather
than give 100% power to the health department or director to do as please as long as it
declares emergency action. Our constitutional rights are being stripped away with this
bill.
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This is my son Micah who is 23 yrs old. SEVERELY non verbal Autism.

his body cannot eliminate toxin. Therefore we as parents and his siblings has to deal

with behaviors that are due to poisonous vaccines.

my son aged out of High School last year, and there aren't any programs in the State Of
Hawaii for them. They are placed in institutions or Day Care with the elderly.

| also oppose to this Bill because America is the land of the free and not a communist

country.

especially in Hawaii, we are a special breed that are like no other place in this
world. Let's keep it that way. Protect Hawai'i. Keep Hawai'i the Aloha State. Stand up

for what we are.

please protect our people!!!

sincerely Yours,

Myra Lodge
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Comments:

To the legislature of Hawai'i,

The bill HB2502 which has been ammended from it's first reading to include broad
sweeping powers to the department of health is highly disturbing in it's scope and
unlimited power to the director of health. It deems this director to have the judgement to
determine if any disease may be a threat of epidemic. The release of confidential
information is a violation of HIPPA and privacy. The forced quarantine of residents is a
violation of civil liberties. This bill violates nearly every civil liberty and the constitutional
rights afforded every American. While the intention to protect the health and safety of
the island's residents is applauadable, this bill is overreaching in the powers it confers to
few. There are better ways to respond in the future, hopefully by using what was
learned this time. Please shore up the health care system. Please provide and stockpile
protective equipment. Please invest in finding treatments at UHIJBSOM. There is so
much more that can be done than this overarching bill.

| firmly oppose this bill and the erosion of the civil liberties of every citizen of Hawai'i.
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State of Hawaii House of Representatives Committee on Consumer Protection and
Commerce HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Megan Pearl

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Megan Pearl and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Maui. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
a€«STRONG OPPOSITIONa&« to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
guarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at
higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how
the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher
risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This phone erson could be
placed in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious
disease, and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was
supposed to protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect
individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community. The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible
for the costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” &€«With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any
limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and



undisclosed amount of money to do so. Ta€« his hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.
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State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Dawn Singleton

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Dawn Singleton and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Hawaii. My physical address is *******xx*kxxx (readacted for privacy), Captain Cook, Hl
96704. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.
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Comments:
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Position Hearing
| Angela Correa || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This measure is overly broad with regard to the Directors powers, but especially with
regard to:

§325-A DETECTION, PREVENTION, AND CONTROL OF DISEASE
TRANSMISSION

Director's authority to declare public health emergency; powers.

(5) "Take other action as deemed necessary by the director to prevent, prepare for,
respond to, mitigate, and recover from a serious outbreak of communicable or
dangerous disease."”

Said section is vague ie "other action", and gives overly broad powers to Director in
violation of privacy and security rights of individual citizens. There do not appear to be
any restrictions on the director's power. The definitions are also overly broad and vague
ie "communicable or dangerous disease". The evidence and valid statistics do not
support the narrative that COVID-19 is any more "dangerous” than the flu with regards
to deaths, especially considering the inflated numbers across the country and the
number of people who were considered a COVID-19 related death with no positive test
result. If under the constitution, a right to privacy gives a person the right to abort a
child, that same right to privacy gives an individual the right to opt out of a vaccine or
any other potential mandated treatment or prevention measure deemed "necessary" by
the director. This bill ultimately gives the director unlimited discretion in determining
what is "necessary" or "dangerous". Many diseases are "communicable" and not
dangerous or ones that create a health "emergency" ie measles, chicken pox, flu, mono,
etc. However, under this bill, the director's power would extend to any disease the
director deems communicable whether dangerous or not. The potential for abuse or
overreaching under this measure is high, and the measure should not be passed.
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HB2502_Testimony

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Shanna Mora
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,
My name is Shanna Mora and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is 6781 Kawaihau Road Kapaa HI 96746.

| am a registered nurse both in this state & the state of California. | have been
practicing for more tgan 23 years.

After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am deeply troubled by this bill.

| am hereby writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to
Health. It is excessive & invasive. It has no place in our state.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading



infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8,;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel



opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

***|_egislating away our rights in exchange for the illusion of "public safety" is an
aggregious excessive use of force AGAINST the people of Hawaii. It is an under
handed manipulative way of controlling & patrolling all people & visitors of this

State. The languaging also does NOT contain protections or penalties should there be
blatant abusers of enforcing these statues.

| appreciate you taking the time to hear my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Shanna Mora, RN, MSN
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Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Kelly Crace || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill in it's entirety. This is not how a free people live and are governed. You
are elected to represent we the people, not control our lives under any pretext. This is
an extreme overreach of power, and in my view, tyranny under the guise of public
health.
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| Kiele Lehel || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| believe this bill is a gross overeach by the government to control and determine an
individual's health choices. It is unconstitutional and infringes upon our 4th
amemendment rights. This bill would allow for instrusive measures to be taken by the
government in regards to personal health which is also a violation of HIPPA laws. The
proposed procedures would be forced upon individuals in a medical capacity which is
an absurd violation of our rights as American citizens. As elected government officials,
you are all sworn to uphold the constitution and its amendments and serve the people. |
believe this bill would cause you to break that oath and infringe upon our freedom and
human rights. It has been shown that the response to COVID was based upon
egregious projections of the severity of the pandemic, which has had a multitude of
detrimental effects on Hawai'i's economy as well as the physical and mental health of
individuals. The government is in place to work for the people, not to control us by
monitoring our every move at the whim of the governor. Please think this through
thouroughly, not with the bias of fear, but of clear, rational, and consititutional
considerations and vote against this bill. Mahalo for your time and service.
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State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Craig Dansie

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Craig Dansie and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. My physical address is 150 Hamakua Drive #304, Kailua, HI 96734. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof



by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
qguarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then



be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.
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State Capitol

415 South Beretania Street

TESTIMONY STRONGLY OPPOSING HB2502, HD1, SD1

TESTIFIER: For Our Rights, Inc.
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Dear Chair Senator Rosalyn Baker, and Senator Stanley Chang, Vice Chair,

For Our Rights is a non-profit civil rights organization that has recently formed as a group of
concerned local citizens on the island of Kauai who have witnessed an unnerving trampling of
the people’s constitutional rights in the wake of what is being called the COVID-19 “pandemic”.
We have witnessed the people’s civil liberties being methodically stripped away under the guise
of public safety and now this previously heard proposal which has been conveniently reworded
to fall in line with the COVID narrative and is poised to be swiftly passed is nothing less than
criminal. We testify today in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB 2502, HD1, SD1.

This bill proposes that the Director of Health (DOH) become the sole authority to declare a
public health emergency without any other governmental oversight which can lead to an abuse
of power. There are no definitive criteria laid out with which the Director of the DOH must follow
in his determination that a public health emergency exists. This failure to create any boundaries
allows for an overly broad scope of power.

We strongly oppose all types of mandatory testing, contact tracing, quarantine, screening,
testing, and isolation of all travelers to the islands because these measures violate an
individual’s constitutional rights including the right to freely travel throughout the United States
without being threatened with fines or imprisonment. The bill removes numerous personal
freedoms without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded and
constitutionally protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an apparently
healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely
on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk
for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would determine if an
individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does



not provide for any burden of proof by the State or DOH to demonstrate that a person is truly a
threat before removing their personal freedoms.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The number of
individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to
render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United States Constitutional
protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court
could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group
without the individual’s express consent.

We oppose the mandatory presentation of our personal health demographic information which
can be misused, improperly secured or disposed of or entered into a database without our
knowledge or consent for unknown reasons or length of time. We are expressly object to the
invasion of privacy in mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points
that would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by
HIPPA and should remain so.

We oppose the fact that the length of the emergency, with a 90-day time limit, can be
continuously extended beyond the 90 days while essentially holding all people in Hawaii in a
captive state. Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held
in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to the
community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of food,
lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's health
plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against their will without
providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long
they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of
money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States
which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

We oppose the adoption of interim rules, which are proposed in 325-A in HB 2502, HD1, SD1
and also making these rules EXEMPT from the requirements of Chapter 91 and Chapter 201m
thus effectively preventing the citizens of Hawaii from testifying and participating in this
rulemaking process. We do not agree with the broad authority the DOH will have in amending
the interim rules without allowing the public to participate in testifying and participating as
required by Chapter 91 and Chapter 201M. This will allow the DOH to make a rule and or
change a rule whenever it pleases, and the people are required to just go along without
comment. The DOH cannot be allowed to have absolute power over the people, their health,
travel, school entry, employment and any other program that will be tied in with the proposed
rules and requirements of HB 2502, HD1, SD1.



This like many policies that are being created and imposed are color of law and in violation of
the US Constitution. Any law maker who uses color of law to violate the civil rights of the public
can and should be tried and convicted as a criminal per title 18 USC section 242. No
“‘emergency” can or should ever cancel out the supreme law of the land, especially not one that
only exists in models but fails to be seen statistically.

Sincerely,

Levana Lomma
For Our Rights



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:44:19 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Eric Brandt || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives Committee on Consumer Protection and
Commerce HB 2502 Relating to Health
TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Eric Brandt
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Eric Brandt and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
[yourcounty]. My physical address is 134 Kapahulu Ave. #514 Honolulu, HI 96815. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in &«STRONG
OPPOSITION&E« to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at
higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how
the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher
risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat



to the community. The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible
for the costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” a€«With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any
limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. Ta€« his hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,

liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;



(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Aloha,
Eric Brandt



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:46:08 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kathleen Sweet || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Kathleen M. Sweet

DATE: Tuesday, June 24, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Kathleen M. Sweet and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County
of Central Oahu, Mililani. My physical address is95-1003 Wikao Street, Mililani, HI
96789. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in

STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the

burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded and
well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an apparently

healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine
facility, solely on



suspicion, if they are deemed by the department to be at higher risk of infection, or at
risk for spreading infection. However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a higher risk of spreading
infection and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof

by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a

person is truly a threat before removing their personal

freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow

for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a quarantine

facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk

of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently

infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other

individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the
\;tl'—,;r())/ inngectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are

safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they

are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an
individual can be held in quarantine or isolation without the
burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to the

community.

The act states that each individual quarantined shall be

responsible for the costs of food, lodging, and medical care,



except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's

health plan. With this Bill, the state could hold a person or

family against their will without providing any proof that

they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how

long they could be held, and charge the individual an

uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in
accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an

individuals right to life,

liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, the court may order the consolidation of

claims where: (1) The number of individuals involved or to be

affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to

render individual participation impractical. This undermines the United States
Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court

could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an

individual to be part of a group without the individual express

consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the
invasion of privacy in mandating medical disclosure forms at

both arrival and departure points that would then be shared with private entities. Health
privacy has long been protected by

HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill, Collection,

receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of



the information between or among the department, other

governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the
bill for purposes other than public health. Per the Bill,
(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay

conservation easement special fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to
the state general fund of debt service on reimbursable general obligation

bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the

issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were

used to acquire the conservation easement and other

real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the

protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural

resources important to the State, until the bonds are

fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention

center enterprise special fund established under

section 201B-8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism

special fund established under section 2018-11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of

initiatives to take

advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel opportunities for
international



visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated:

(i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the
operation of a Hawaiian center and the
museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and
(i) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be

transferred to a sub account in the tourism special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:46:17 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| breisha || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill because | get to decide want goes into my body. | feel like this
is violating us and we won't have anymore privacy!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:54:45 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Laura Kahiapo || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

There are many dangers written into this bill as is. This bill is infringing upon our
constitutional rights. There has been so much proven about the fluctuating effectiveness
of testing. The emotional and economic repercussions far outweigh the "benefits" of this
bill. No one wants "them" to subject our parent, spouse, child, or grandchild, to forced
isolation, which really has not been defined, as a result of a questionable test. Why are

we allowing our state to be ruled by communist standards?



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:51:48 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Cris Gibbons || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| would first like to know why the original 5 page bill talks about a shortage in health
care workers, however the PROPOSED bill which is 43 pages long talks about giving
the Department of Haalth full authority over the governor to control all our medical
freedoms and force people to be quarantined and isolated quite possibly in a
government facility against their will. How can the legislators that work for me, the tax
paying public, sneak this in?

| am in in extreme opposition to this proposed bill which gives way too much power to
the DOH which is supposed to be a public SERVANT to us and not a taker of our
medical rights and freedoms. This bill is hiding under guise of another seemingly
innocuous bill and no one in the general public even knows about this. This is incredibly
outrageous and a disgrace to all of our God given Constitutional freedoms. This does
not have my vote.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:57:41 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Courtney || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:58:40 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Rosemary Sumaijit || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/23/2020 11:58:40 PM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Allie Sholtis || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Alisha Sholtis

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Alisha Sholtis, after reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my
testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
guarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,



“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the

protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State,
until the bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11.

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”



State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Robert Sweet
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Robert Sweet and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of Honolulu.
My physical address is ************** (redacted for privacy), Mililani, HI 96789. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502
related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United States
Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded and
well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy
individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would determine if an
individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does
not provide for any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a
person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a
quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection,
even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a facility with
other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the
very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are also no
safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine
facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in quarantine
or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to the community.
The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of food,
lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's health
plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against their will without
providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long
they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of
money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States
which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The number of
individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to
render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United States Constitutional
protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court
could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group
without the individual’s express consent.



| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in mandating
medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then be shared with
private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text
from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of the
information between or among the department, other governmental agencies, and private
entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other than public
health. Per the Bill,
“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;
(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;
(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;
(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;
(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the
operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance;
and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in
the tourism special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:02:55 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| LISAWILFORD | Individual | Oppose || No
Comments:

Good morning

My name is Lisa Wilford and | am writing my testimony in strong Opposition tp HB 2502
related to health



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:04:27 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Laura Savo || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill is a complete overreach of governmental power. | am so disappointed in the
legislature to even propose a bill that strips the citizens of Hawaii of any sense of
independence. This bill reads like something you'd expect from the CCP of

China. Please DO NOT PASS THIS BILL!!!



State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 SD1, Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Melissa lwamoto
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Aloha,

| am writing in Strong OPPOSITION to HB2502 SD1, related to Health, as a resident of the
State of Hawai‘i in the City and County of Honolulu.

The Bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United States
Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded and
well-protected freedoms would necessitate. According to the Bill, an apparently healthy
individual can be remanded to a quarantine facility or put in “isolation,” solely on suspicion, if
they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading
infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would determine if an individual or
group of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection,” and the Bill does not provide
for any burden of proof by the State or the Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is
truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

This language and lack of a burden of proof by the State reminds me all too much of an unjust
history that my family has already endured in this country—that of Internment. It was ‘deemed
necessary’ to ‘isolate’ American Citizens of Japanese descent during WWII. This Bill before the
Hawai‘i State Legislature makes my soul weep for my family and the injustice they endured and
for which they are still are impacted by to this day. Please do not use the lure of “safety” to
wreck havoc on the lives of those less powerful than you.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a
quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading infection,
even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a facility with
other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the
very infectious disease from which the State was supposedly protecting them. There are also no
safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are remanded to the quarantine
facility. This is deeply concerning.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in quarantine
or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to the community.
The Bill states, “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of food, lodging,
and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's health plan.” With
this Bill, the State could hold a person or family against their will without providing any proof
that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and




charge the individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States, which expressly guarantees an
individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the Bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The number of
individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to
render individual participation impractical.” This undermines the United States Constitutional
protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court
could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group
without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in mandating
medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then be shared with
private entities, and that the Bill allows for the release of otherwise confidential information.
Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so.

| firmly oppose the section of the Bill that exempts the Department of Health from going to the
required public proceedings when developing and adopting administrative rules. Transparency
and civic engagement are essential aspects of our government, and this is not the time to exempt
the Department of Health or any part of the State of Hawai‘i from the requirements that uphold
these values and processes. In the same vein, procurement codes are in place for very necessary
reasons in the State, and should be adhered to in order to ensure equal opportunity.

| am also very disturbed by the manner in which this Bill criminalizes average citizens with no
apparent cause or burden of proof on behalf of the State. Penalties of $5,000 are extremely harsh
and unnecessary, and since they will help pay for the initiatives in this Bill, there seems to be an
incentive built in to fine innocent travelers who may oppose the violation of their privacy and
constitutional rights. In addition, HB2502 SD1 requires police to do jobs for which they are not
properly trained. Health care workers or social workers would be much more appropriate
professionals to employ for this situation.

Overall, this Bill is deeply flawed as written and is tainted with government overreach
throughout. Please reject this HB2502 SD1.

Mahalo for reading my testimony in OPPOSITION to HB2502 SD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:10:04 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| keahi Javine || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Our Children are the most important part of our lives. They are our future. | am a woman
of Christian faith and | raise my kids with that Same faith. We are taught to speak up for
what we know and believe is right. | do not agree that any child minor or any person
should be required any kind of medicinal vaccination, unless approved so by their
parents. Their education should not be put to a halt because of the wanting to
experiment on medicines and cures. | have done my research and | know for damn sure
that children had lost their lives to the same vaccine you are suggesting our children
takeSo that they can continue their education. Forcing someone to do so as a violation
of our freedom of speech and our personal privacy. It is a choice. | hope that you are
not fools to think that this will help change Anything. Little by little we are being stripped
of our humanity by being forced to do things that we do not agree with. | will not sit here
And let my Children be victimized. | would gladly testify at the hearing.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:13:48 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Michael Kitchens || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill because it is a gross misuse and abuse of the power to detain

individuals without an emegency order. | do not support HB2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:14:36 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Laurie West || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

June 23, 2020

Senate Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection and Health
Hawai’i State Legislature

Testimony for Hearing scheduled for 6/25/2020, 9:30am, Room 229

RE: STRONG OPPOSITION TO HB 2502 SD1 PROPOSED

Aloha CPH Committee Members:

| strongly oppose HB2502 SD1 in general because it grants sweeping and poorly-
restricted authority to the Director of the Hawai'i State Department of Health—an
unelected public official without direct accountability to Hawai’i voters. The Director
could strip people of their civil liberties based on the vague definitions and provisions of
this bill.

The ability of individuals to appeal declarations and decisions of the Director of DOH is
severely restricted and ridiculous, as detailed under Section 325-J Right to contest. The
time period of ten days to get a court hearing practically renders the appeal moot,
considering the minimum duration of quarantine or isolation. The appointment of

a guardian ad litem to represent an isolated or quarantined individual also is of great
concern as a violation of the spirit of habeas corpus and due process.



The unrestricted 90-day emergency declaration period at the sole discretion of the DOH
director is unacceptable. 90 days is too long, and successive 90-day periods without
challenge by any entity or individual is egregious.

The section on unrestricted sharing of information, particularly to undefined entities,
without express permission of the individual is vague.

Part V on Health care-associated infection reporting ought to be altered to
enable subpoena, discovery, or introduction into evidence in any civil or criminal
proceeding—contrary to what currently prohibited on page 24 (f).

In fact, Hawai'i's current DOH Director Bruce Anderson is not a medical doctor or any
type of physician [which itself is odd]. Isn’t he unqualified on his lack of both medical
credentials and clinical competency to be declaring any disease “communicable” or
cases of a disease “an outbreak” or “epidemic” or individuals “infectious™? His de
facto reliance on DOH staff to assist him make these decisions burdens the people of
Hawai’i with yet another layer of unaccountability.

Furthermore, | am concerned about the section exempting the department interim rules
from the requirements of Chapter 91 and Chapter 201M, as | have not yet had ample
time to read those Chapters [less than a day] and will not have enough time before the
deadline for written testimony. The public deserves more time to digest these
potentially liberty-crushing bill provisions and better opportunities to be heard by
legislators.

This unnecessary, overreaching bill is a gateway to tyranny. It violates the checks-and-
balances system of government we require to avoid the “slippery slope” toward
authoritarianism. Whose decision was it to transfer the elected Governor’s authority

to unelected DOH, anyway? Please do not turn Hawai'’i into a place our nation’s
veterans would be ashamed to have sacrificed their lives for.



It is unfair for the public to have so little time between announcement of a bill hearing
and both the deadline for submission of testimony and the hearing itself. This process
does not at all favor public participation in the process of governance. Furthermore, the
passage through the legislature of “gut-and-replace” bills like this one is also
reprehensible.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:17:15 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kawika Kahiapo || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| vehemently oppose this bill, and will not relinquish my rights to choose what is best for
me and my family and fellow man.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:17:41 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kaikane Glorioso || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

HB2502 is a blatant overreach of government control and is an insult to democracy and

the very idea of representing the people. Before | address why HB2502 ought to be

turned down, | want to make one thing clear. No one is against slowing the spread of

COVID-19, or other potential future diseases. However, this does not justify the

overstepping of, amending, or removal of preexisting laws or norms, especially those

that tie in some way to the Constitution and the Bill of Rights. Once any sort of

legislation proposes, whether explicitly or inherently, a restriction of the Bill of Rights or
a new power designated to the government beyond the confines of the Constitution, it

ought to be opposed. With this in mind, | have three responses.

1. HB2502 explicitly states that response will include testing, tracking, quarantine,

and “other actions deemed necessary.” This quoted clause is unnecessarily
vague, essentially granting government any future power they desire without the
express consent of the people. For a motion this serious, involving a great deal of
power to be bestowed upon government, it must be clear and refrain from
granting government more power than it explicitly states. Without rectifying this
flaw, HB2502 ought not be considered.

. HB2502 removes the influence of chapter 91, essentially allowing the DOH to
circumvent due process and the express consent of the governor and the people
when future actions are considered. The due process of law exists to prevent
illegitimate regulation and legislation from taking place, and HB2502'’s attempt to
ignore the foundation of responsible governance disqualifies it from legitimate
legislation. HB2502 breaks down the fundamentals of democracy and due
process. Without rectifying this flaw, HB2502 ought not be considered.

. Regardless of the prior two issues, the very process in which HB2502 is being
reviewed shows a blatant disregard for the will of the people. This hearing’s
purpose is to debate controversial legislation that, if enacted, will have serious
and long-lasting effects on the daily lives of residents and visitors alike. Decisions
like this require careful thought and recognition of the voices which it will impact.
No audience and no in-person testimony is allowed at this time, however,
rendering this process completely illegitimate. HB2502 can be debated in the
future, but without in-person testimony, it will never face the full brunt of public
opinion, and thus cannot be recognized as high-quality or fully legitimate



legislation. The people deserve a voice, and without live testimony, that voice is
wrongfully cut off.

| hope this testimony finds its way to discussion, and | hope that it adequately shows a
few of the many glaring flaws in HB2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:18:53 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Stephanie castillo || Individual || Oppose || Yes

Comments:



HAWAII

, INFORMED

Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection and Health
Chair Senator Rosalyn Baker, and Senator Stanley Chang, Vice Chair
Hearing on HB 2502, HD1, SD1 proposed

9:30 am, Thursday, June 25, 2020
Conference Room 329
State Capitol
415 South Beretania Street

TESTIMONY STRONGLY OPPOSING HB2502, HD1, SD1 proposed

Dear Chair Senator Rosalyn Baker, and Senator Stanley Chang, Vice Chair,

Please accept this testimony STRONGLY OPPOSING HB 2502, HD1, SD1 proposed for the
following reasons:

1. Thereis no reason to believe that all legislators, city and county administrators, and

3.

other government officials will be subjected to these draconian testing requirements
even though they travel more than the average citizen thus making members of the
public true second-class citizens.

The Director of Health’s sole authority to declare a public health emergency without any
other governmental oversight is too broad and can lead to an abuse of power.

The excessive and unsupervised authority of the Director of Health is more broadly
stated on page 5, line 1, where he can “take other action as deemed necessary to
prevent, prepare for, respond to, mitigate and recover from a serious outbreak of
communicable or dangerous disease.” “Other action” can literally mean ANYTHING the
Director decides. The current director is not even a medical doctor and is an unelected
official who will do what he is told to do without regard to public opinion.



http://hawaiiforinformedconsent.com/

10.

11.

12.

The mandatory testing, contact tracing, quarantine, screening, testing, and isolation of
all travelers to the islands violate an individual’s US Constitutional rights including the
right to freely travel throughout the United States without being threatened with
excessive fines and the individual privacy rights stated in Hawaii’s Constitution.

The mandatory presentation of personal health demographic information can be
misused, improperly secured, improperly disposed or entered into a DOH or CDC
database without an individual’s knowledge or consent, for unknown reasons, kept for
any length of time, and used for undisclosed purposes.

The length of the emergency, even with a 90-day time limit, can be continuously
extended beyond the 90 days, essentially holding all people in Hawaii captive.

The adoption of the proposed section 325-A in HB 2502, HD1, SD1 as interim rules and
making these rules EXEMPT from the requirements of Chapter 91 and Chapter 201M
effectively prevents and removes the rights of all citizens of Hawaii from testifying and
participating in the rule making process.

The DOH’s authority will be too broad and unrestrained. This bill allows the DOH to
unilaterally amend the interim rules without allowing the public to participate or testify
as required by Chapter 91 and Chapter 201M. This will allow the DOH to make any rule
and or change any rule whenever it pleases, while the people will have no voice in the
process. The DOH cannot be allowed to have absolute power over the people, their
health, travel, school entry, employment or any other program that will be tied with the
proposed rules and requirements of HB 2502, HD1, SD1.

The $5000 penalty for violating any part of these rules are excessive and unfair
compared to fines for other misdemeanors.

The Traveler’s Screening special fund and the $S5000 fine is an underhanded way of
stealing from tourists by having them pay for the costs of implementing this program
under the proposed rules of HB 2502, HD1, SD1. This is shameful and will ultimately
destroy the tourism industry rather than bring it back.

While HB 2502, HD1, SD1 states that all information will be confidential, but can be
shared with various government and other contracted entities, the bill does not
specifically include any fines or penalties for the DOH or its downstream contracted
entities for releasing or disclosing confidential information either purposefully or
accidentally, similar to the fines and penalties stated the HIPAA privacy laws.

Under the proposed rules under 325-2.5 (f) in HB 2502, HD1, SD1 any health-care
associated infection held by the department should be subjected to subpoena,
discovery or introduction as evidence in any civil or criminal proceeding. There is no
reason to hide information if it is true and accurate especially if it is not confidential




information and if the hospital was reimbursed from the Centers for Medicare and
Medicaid for services provided.

HFIC STRONGLY OPPOSES HB 2502, HD1, SD1 proposed.
Sincerely,

Teresa Chao founding member of HFIC



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:20:09 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;iztl?:lc?r: PLZSa?mgat
| kehaulani || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives Committee on Consumer Protection and
Commerce HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Kehaulani

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Kehaulani and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of

KA« ne‘ohe. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
a€«STRONG OPPOSITION&E« to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
guarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at
higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how
the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher
risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community. The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible
for the costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” 8€«With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any
limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. Té€« his hardly seems in accordance with the



Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:21:00 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Lindsay Borge || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:21:45 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| ilana ashmore || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:22:04 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| John Eckstrom || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

This bill is a violation of our constitutional and soverign rights as free individuals, our 4th
amendment right to unlawful search and seaizures, stated as which, in the US
constitution and Hawaii state constitution. As stated in the Declaration of Independence,
governments are only insituted to secure the rights of the people (NOT to protect public
health) and may only govern with the consent of the governed. The government does
not have the authority, or shall never claim, to make health decisions or forced medical
interventions for individuals. This bill destroys our freedoms, violates our rights to bodily
sovereignty and changes the nature of our democratic government, which serves the
people; to a dictatorial one, which seeks to control the people. The evidence
overwhelmingly shows, the state of Hawaii over-reacted and overstepped it's authority
to the Covid-19 pandemic. The governement of Hawaii and Governor Ige's lockdown
restrictions, unlawful closures and quarantines, have led to irreversible damages,
unprecedented unemployment, financial losses, restricted access to physical and
psychological care, suicides, child abuse, domestic violence, poverty, depression and it
goes on. The voting of this bill will be a betrayal of your oath of office and the people's
freedom and human rights, that so many in our great country have fought and died to
protect. Do the right thing. Mahalo.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:23:12 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Tsu || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 SD1 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Tsu Osato
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good evening,

My name is Tsu Osato and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 SD1 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
guarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat



to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”



Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502 SD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:23:33 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| John Mora || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: John Mora
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020
Good afternoon,

My name is John Mora and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is **** Kawaihau Road,Kapaa, HI 96746.

After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to



a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical’. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;



(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S38;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

This bill is an egregious over use of excessive letigous force against the citizens of
Hawaii and strongly encourage you to oppose this bill.

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

John Mora



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:23:59 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
Josh Vickrey Testlfyg\l?”goerrPS(apono Oppose No

Comments:

This bill is a gross violation of our rights as citizens of this country and leaves us
vulnerable to greater abuses of power given. Passing this will also discourage inter
island commerce and travel to our tourism based economy. My ohana should not have
to live in fear of being rounded up for visiting or working the outer islands of our great
state of Hawaii

My company strongly disagrees with this proposal as a violation of our rights and for the
unnecessary power granted to an ever changing field of continued "practice”

In history anytime a group of people have been taken against their will it has
NEVER had a positive result.

If you care about the people if this island you will vote against this bill.

Mahalo



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:24:20 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Joanna Wheeler || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| firmly OPPOSE this bill. Only the Governor should have the right to declare a State of
Emergency and as the law states for a limited amount of time. This is an egregious
overextent and an attemt to take over our rights and liberties as Americans.

Respect our freedoms. Vaccinations should NEVER be enforced specially in the case
of fast tracked not even tested on dogs non liability shots. The interests of citizens need
to be above of the vaccine makers.

Tracing and having someone come into people's homes having the right to remove
them and sent them away for their "protection" is fascist. This could create condtions for
CPS taking children and it is no secret that that system is plagued with sexual abuse.
NO ONE has the right to remove children from their parents.

NEVER in history have we had healthy people out on cuaranteen. Never. Covid 19
lockdowns were a mistake and this measures are trying to perpetuate this constant
state of emergency giving dictatorial powers to a public servant that doesn't even have a
medical degree.

The Bill of Rights makes clear our rights and HB 2502 belongs in communist China and
not in the United States of America.

Sincerely,

Joanna Wheeler

Hawaii Registered Voter



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:28:10 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Gerard Silva || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

We the People of Hawaii do not Support this Bill.

We Oppose any thing like this.

We will all be voteing this year and if we find out about any cheating this year may God
Help You we will not!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:31:08 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Gwen Helvie || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| am not in support of this bill. It violate numerous constitutional rights. The

Covid19 measures are getting way out of hand and many of these restrictions are not
rooted in science. This is taking away rights and freedoms of American citizens and will
ultimately lead to the absolute crash of our tourism economy. Covid 19 may be real but
it is not as deadly as it is claimed to be. People do not ultimately get sick just because
they come in contact with a disease or infected person. The covid 19 regulations are
what will ultimately lead to the destruction of our population. The amount of COVID-19
related deaths will be much higher as people can not successfully live in fear and panic.
Please stop the fear mongering of our population.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:33:18 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nadezda Rego || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY OPPOSE HB2502 HD1!

HB2502 HD1 is Unconstitutional!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:34:03 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Renee Dieperink || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Dear Senate Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection and Health,
I am writing in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB 2502 SD1.

This bill is overreaching and infringes very heavily on people’s civil liberties. You all act
like we have the plague upon us, but the numbers show that this is not the case. Not in
Hawaii, and not nation wide. | prefer freedom and accept this may come with some
risks, over falsly perceived "safety" procedures that are only ushering in an ever more
distopian totalitarian society. STOP it already!

Renee Dieperink



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:36:06 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| L. Ragan || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Aloha Committee Members,

This bill screams tyranny. What are you thinking? Every single one of you is STILL
collecting a paycheck unlike the hundreds of thousands losing everything they worked
their whole lives for because of your inept policies. And, to add insult to injury, you want
to create a mini communist China. The taxpayers of Hawai'i continue to pay you; the
least you could do is remember this. Have you forgotten that you are beholden to the
people of Hawai'i? You work for us and we the people do NOT want and do NOT need
this bill. This is beyond overreach. An infection that has a 99.8% survival rate does not
equal a pandemic. We are still in the United States of America not communist

China. The United States Constitution is the LAW of the land and supercedes any state
laws that clash with it.

You are calling this an emergency and giving an unelected official illegal powers to
declare anything an emergency at any time and do anything to any of us with zero legal
recourse for the law abiding taxpaying citizens of Hawai'i. You are fearmongering the
Hawai'i population with false facts.

You are not dicatators; it would serve you well to remember that. When the cure is
worse than the disease you are not serving the public.

Mabhalo.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:36:44 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Naomi hashimoto || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose HB2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:37:56 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Karen Murray || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:39:10 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Adriel Madamba || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:39:44 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| sandra ishikawa || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| am in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB 2502 related to Health.

This bill removes our personal freedoms, instead follow the Constitution, protect our

freedom, not jeopardizing it! Thank you. OPPOSE HB 2502!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:41:25 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Prima Dacuycuy || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose the mandatory vaccine for children to attend school.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:51:09 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nuulani Atkins || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:52:00 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Steven Cummings || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill. It is unconstitutional and deprives an individual of their right
to due process.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 12:58:03 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Paula Tanaka || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

NO FORCED VACCINES!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:00:15 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Holly Tanaka || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This is unnecessary and easy to abuse. NO. And NO MANDATORY VACCINES.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:03:28 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| John Ragan || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Aloha Committee Members,

| OPPOSE this bill in its entirety. You cannot continue to make policy under the guise
of safety when we are already safe. You cannot say we are unsafe when the current
infection has a 99.8% survival rate IF you have Covid19. Out of 1,000 people that have
Covid19, two people will die. You cannot separate families and keep a whole society
from providing for their families with these statistics.

You cannot abdicate your elected duties to an unelected health official that marches to
your orders allowing you to not be held responsible for anything at anytime. You are
trying to pass this as fast as possible the day before Governor Ige goes on trial for
exactly what you have written into this bill.

This bills infringes on the public's constitutional right to travel.

The right to travel is a part of the "liberty" of which the citizen cannot be deprived
without due process of law under teh Fifth Amendment...Freedom of movement across
frontiers in either direction, and inside frontiers as well, was a part of our

heritage. Freedom of movement is basic in our scheme of values. (Kent vs. Dulles
1958).

Again | OPPOSE HB2502 in its entirety.

Mahalo,

John Ragan



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:10:31 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Sean Higgins || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:10:53 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Marissa Treskon || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

On behalf of my family, | vehemently oppose HB2502. These measures are extreme
and I'm disappointed to see such measures attempting to be passed.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:17:49 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Rebekah Botello || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Forced quarantine is a slippery slope to other "forced" measures against the American
Public. Do not pass this bill



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:20:05 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Spike Tanaka || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

NO, to PERMANENT travel restrictions. This is imposing restrictions on our civil
liberties. NO to empowering the director of DOH. It's too much power in the hands of the
wrong people. An absolute NO, to potential mandatory vaccinations!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:20:44 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Tara Rojas || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



Kalma Wong, PhD
P.O. Box 240364
Honolulu, HI 96824

June 24, 2020

Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair
Stanley Chang, Vice Chair
Senate Committee on Commerce, Consumer Protection, and Health

Re: STRONG OPPOSITION for HB2502 SD1 PROPOSED, Thursday, June 25, 2020, 9:30
AM, Conference Room 229

Dear Chair Baker, Vice Chair Chang, and Members on the Committee on Commerce, Consumer
Protection, and Health,

| am writing to express my strong opposition for HB2502 HD1 SD1 PROPOSED. This
bill gives excessive and inappropriate power to the Department of Health Director. The Health
Director is an appointed position, not an elected one. The person in this position is simply an
administrator imposed upon the residents of the state of Hawaii and should not have the same
authority to declare a state of emergency as the governor.

This proposed bill gives the DOH Director the ability to quarantine without a court order
as stipulated in 8325-8 and allows the director to bypass the administrative procedures stipulated
in Chapter 91 when making or amending interim rules, including procedures regarding public
hearings.

This bill also removes the right of those who are quarantined or isolated to an appointed
counsel at the state’s expense as stipulated in 8325-8. Instead, the bill allows the court to refuse
to provide an appointed counsel at all. The proposed bill states, “...the court may, in its
discretion, appoint counsel...” in place of, “...the court shall appoint counsel...”

Rather than creating a balance between civil liberties and health and safety, this proposed
bill appears to be leading the state towards an authoritarian government.

Please protect the rights of the people of Hawaii and oppose HB2502 SD1 Proposed.

Sincerely,

Kalma Wong, PhD



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:26:10 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Warren Gibson || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Good afternoon,

My name is Warren Gibson and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Maui. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the



individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.






HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:32:35 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Cheryl Toyofuku || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

HB2502 HD1 SD1 Proposed is another example of tyranny over public health that is
often used during questionable pandemics or communicable disease outbreaks. For
example, according to current data from countries with credible research, the overall
lethality of COVID-19 is now estimated at about .07 to .2 %. This makes it much less
deadly than originally predicted, yet health and government officials, along wtih
mainstream media continue with the elaborate deception and created frenzy poised to
benefit immensely from the fear and paranoia. Itis becoming obvious to the public, that
the lack of current health emergency during this coronavirus scare is historically similar
to the alarm of the swine flu, Ebola, West Nile virus, SARS, antrax, bird flu and others.

Policies and tools to "screen, test, mitigate or treat" the spread of disease appears
to control a population. This undesirable agenda leads to violations to civil,
constitutional, healthcare, HIPAA, religious and personal freedoms & rights. Unjust
travel restrictions with penalties, lockdowns, business/church/event closures and
unhealthy masking start to diminish the Aloha spirit.

In this legislative bill, it is very disconcerting that a director of a state's health
department will have the authority and power to require "reporting, screening, testing,
contact tracing, quarantine and isolation of persons deemed by the department of health
to be infected, at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infections.” Many of the
other requirements, rules, penalties and fines stated in Part Il of this bill, Section 325
are also draconian and are not deemed necessary. We live in a world full of viruses
and bacteria and these requirements for a specific hyped virus are grievous. Instead,
focusing on building our natural immunity and internal environment would be preferred.

Finally, similar to other bills in Hawaii's legislature that are introduced, this bill with its
various drafts has morphed into something very different from the original bill. This
legislative process is a disappointment to Hawaii and does not appear to be
trustworthy.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:34:02 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Corey O || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill. | believe in liberty and freedom and this is a complete violation of our
Constitutional rights regardless of what you are trying to do. You cannot delete our
rights under the guise of public health.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:40:05 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jennifer Fajardo || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Stop with the governmental overreach and over reaction to Covid-19!!! It has a 99%
recovery rate and .26% fatality rate according to the CDC. You are deceitfully using this
exaggerated crisis to advance population control and surveillance measures. We the
people, know what you're really up to!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:41:14 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Kathryn Johnson || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

TESTIFIER: Kathryn Johnson, LCSW, DCSW

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Dear Senators,

My name is Kathryn Johnson and | am a resident and voter in the State of Hawaii, as
well as a mental health provider in private practice in the County of Kauai. | am writing
to you to express my STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 SD1 related to Health.

After reading HB2502 SD1, | am greatly concerned by the degree to which multiple
personal freedoms guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States are impinged
upon by this bill.

| find it very troubling that travelers are mandated to disclose personal health
information at all points of entry and departure in the State of Hawaii in order to travel
within the state. This appears to be a clear violation of an American citizen’s right to
travel freely within the United States of America.

As a mental health provider, | am deeply aware of the importance of safeguarding an
individual's protected health information, as it is a critical, daily task in my profession. In
fact, should a health care provider fail to do this critical task and thus have a HIPAA
violation, | imagine that their license to practice would be suspended or revoked.
Therefore, | find it deeply disturbing that per HB2502, “Collection, receipt, and use of
the information may include the sharing of the information between or among the
department, other governmental agencies, and private entities under contract
with the department.” This is essentially legislating a clear violation of HIPAA by not
only allowing the Health Department to authorize non-medical professionals to collect
and use protected health information, but also by allowing the free sharing of this
protected information between any other entities (governmental or private) that the
Health Department sees fit. This is highly problematic and a clear invasion of an
individual’s right to privacy.



Furthermore, | find it extremely troubling that the bill calls to give the director of health
the authority to declare a public health emergency “when in the judgment of the
director there is a potential for an epidemic or serious outbreak.” This seems like a
vastly inappropriate amount of power to give to one individual who is not even elected
by the people. It is particularly concerning since once the director declares a public
health emergency, an individual’s right to numerous freedoms will be removed.

Of extreme concern is the right given to the Department of Health to “isolate
interisland, domestic, or international travelers after their arrival as determined by
the department to be necessary to detect, prevent, prepare for, respond to,
mitigate, or recover from the transmission of a communicable or dangerous
disease.” This is such an extreme abuse of power that | have trouble understanding the
rationale behind it. Giving the Department of Health the authority to require the isolation
of an individual for any of these reasons is extremely inappropriate, and certainly not to
merely “detect, prevent, prepare for...a communicable or dangerous disease.”
Should a traveler be so ill that they require isolation, they should be admitted to the
hospital of their own free will. Informed consent is a legally protected and necessary
component of all medical services.

Additionally, of immense concern is the right to “Take other action as deemed
necessary by the director to prevent, prepare for, respond to, mitigate, and
recover from a serious outbreak of communicable or dangerous disease.” This
essentially gives the director unbridled power to take any action they see fit without any
concern for the input of legislators or the rights of the residents and visitors of Hawaii. |
can not think of any rationale for constructing a system that allows one individual to
have such broad power over the people of Hawaii. In doing so, this bill gives unfettered
power to the director of health which circumvents the constitutional checks and
balances of the executive, legislative and judicial branches of our government.

In Part I of the bill it states that one of the purposes of this bill is “to ensure a positive
visitor experience, which is critical to sustain the State’s tourism industry.” |
found this statement extremely confusing as | believe this bill, and the broad powers it
gives to the director of health, will be a huge deterrent to visitors. Basically, this bill
states that at any time in the future, should the director of Health believe there is even
the potential for a serious outbreak of any communicable disease, they may declare a
public emergency. As a result of this declaration and without any warning, a visitor will
be: mandated to provide personal health information (that may be disseminated to
governmental or private entities as the dept sees fit), subjected to testing, contract
tracing, and potential quarantine and/or isolation from their family/traveling companions
(both at their own cost), as well as any other action that the director deems necessary. |
find it highly unlikely that a visitor would risk thousands of dollars months in advance to
plan a vacation to Hawaii under these circumstances, when there are many other
beautiful and warm destinations that do not pose such a risk. Furthermore, there are
other visitors who will refuse to return to Hawaii merely on principle, because they will
no longer feel comfortable visiting a place that has such vast disregard for an
individual's personal freedom.



My livelihood is not tied to tourism, so | have no personal stake in opening up the
economy or welcoming back visitors. In fact, | have found Kauai to be exceptionally
beautiful and peaceful these past few months. However, as a mental health provider, |
have been given a front row seat to the great emotional turmoil and financial stress that
our families are experiencing. As you all know, many, many families in Hawaii are
dependent on the tourism industry. With the crashing of the industry, came great
economic stress which is a precursor not only for anxiety and depression, but also for
domestic violence, child abuse, addiction and suicide. The mental health costs of this
pandemic have been huge. | believe if this bill is passed, giving these broad powers to
the director of Health, our tourism industry will be irreparably damaged, as will our
families.

Thank you for your time and attention. | appreciate you hearing my testimony in
STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 SD1 related to Health.

Mahalo nui loa,

Kathryn Johnson, LCSW, DCSW



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:41:58 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Dawn Andrian || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This infringes on our rights! No one has a right to pass this type of law! The blood of

Jesus has my family covered! | oppose this bill!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:44:41 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Naea Mainaaupo- -
Lindsey Individual Oppose No
Comments:

| completely oppose this bill on the facts that it is unconstitutional. It is not based on
scientific evidence at all. And furthermore the entire lockdown is illegal all mandatory
face mask wearing, social distancing everything is all illegal. Under Title 21 Federal
rules and regulations you violated your own codes. And thereby making the entire
lockdown and all mandates illegal. | assure you any furthermore harm to our community
due to the advancement of this bill will result in furthermore civil lawsuits to the state.
Again this is unconstitutional there is no due process the fact we can't even appear in
person to testify is illegal. | would highly recommend this bill be dropped to avoid further
law suits and harm to our community and our children!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 1:47:45 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
William Stonebraker Testifying for 'I_'he Aloha Oppose No
Revolution

Comments:

This is my written testimony in opposition to HB 2502

My name is Bud Stonebraker and | oppose this measure. | am speaking on behalf of a
group of likeminded local people who have grown frustrated with this administrations
heavy handed measures and unconstitutional mandates.

The entire premise of this bill is wrong. Its states in the introduction that a screening
process is a “key component for containment or mitigation of the spread of diseases.”
This presumes a couple of things.

First, that Covid19 is a dangerous disease, but we have learned that Covid is not
substantially more dangerous than influenza with a similar fatality rate of approximately
0.1-0.3%.

This initial projections from the World Health Organization were a 3.4% fatality rate but
this number was wildly off. It is only about 0.1-0.3% fatal. There is no reason to continue
reacting to the original projection numbers. They were proven wrong.

The second thing this early statement presumes is that Covid19 must be “contained or
mitigated”. This presumption teaches that containing this virus is the right course of
action. This is wrong. It is by all common sense the wrong course of action since it is a
gross overreaction to Covid. Locking down the state, quarantine, social distancing, and
wearing masks is all completely unnecessary.



This bill is radically wrong for our people because it also grants executive powers to a
non-elected office holder. This is a civil rights nightmare.

We read about a screening for all travelers in and out of the state (even inter island)
would be under this “screening” and the “benefits” would be to determine if quarantine
or isolation will be necessary. These things are in no wise ‘benefits’ to the people of
Hawaii. Imprisoning people for a mild infection is not a benefit for any free people.

This bill would essentially grant arresting and detaining powers to the director of the
Department of Health. Just under one hundred years ago Germany saw the rise of a
dark evil which hid behind the outlandish claims of political doctors. We cannot allow a
Department bureaucrat of any stripe to have this authority or the power to shut our ports
of entry.

What is the real reason the legislature is proposing this? To keep the state locked down
indefinitely? To allow the governor to get off the hook for constitutional violations?

Let’s be honest here. The Governor has overstepped his bounds and we are facing a
constitutional crisis in the state. The legislature must act. But they cannot collude with
him is this gross overreach lest they become culpable in his crime. Yes, the legislature
must act but not this way.

With this bill you are acting the wrong way. You are removing the burden of proof from
the governor (to justify his lockdown mandate) and giving authority to a department
chief. But you are taking no responsibility to yourself. It is incumbent upon you lead at
this time. Do not punt. Do not pass the buck. Take action to set Hawaii free from these
mandates.

It must be thought a most diabolical thing to do, insulating two branches of government
from responsibility, both the governor and the Legislature are trying to get a pass.



This is also wrong because it gives undo power to the health department to test,
investigate, monitor, quarantine and isolate people as the director of Department of
Health sees fit.

This seems more like an exercise in removing people’s rights than it does a protective
measure. After all what does “isolate” mean? Confinement? Medical prison camps?

While we make no accusations of malicious intent we also cannot forget recent history
wherein isolation camps were filled with medical misfits. Or what about the Japanese
internment camps that darkened our history book’s pages? Shall we go back to that?
This bill is in harmony with that aforementioned agenda.

Should the director be able to declare a state of emergency?

Why couldn’t the director of health just convince the Governor to declare it? Perhaps
because the governor is limited to 60 days? This bill gives the Director 90 but offers
endless extensions. There was a reason to limit the executives power and it was not
that he might stash that power with a subordinate.

On page 4 we read that the director would have arresting power over anyone “at higher
risk of infection.”

What does that mean?

If Director Anderson thinks | might catch Covid, he can jail me?

What if he deems someone to be a potential quarantine breakers? Would that be
grounds for arrest? Perhaps? What if | posted my doubts about the governments
assumptions online? Does that make me a threat to the safety of Hawaii?



Indeed, this bill alarms all of us who are simply uncomfortable with this erosion of
freedom.

Page 4 section 2: “Require declarations of health status, travel history, and intended
lodging.”

Translation: “PAPERS!! Your papers do not seem to be in order comrade.”

Who will enforce all these mandates? The brownshirts? Will the tracer corps that is
being recruited going to be called the governor’s youth? | challenge you to prove that
my hyperbole is wrong by defeating this bill for | believe that you may tragically prove
me right by passing it.

Section 3 same page. “Require...all of the public to implement safeguards designed to
prevent infections.” This means the Director of Health will be given the authority to tell
you that you and your children will be required to wear a mask for the rest of your life.

My children can’t breathe nor read lips with the masks (they are hearing impaired). They
cannot see their teachers smile or kiss their grandma. It is a wound of injustice which is
about to become septic in our state.

This bill offers control over every segment of life, from restaurants to bowling alleys and
from nail salons to the grocery store, it will all be given to an unelected commissar.

No one will be able to work without the government breathing down their neck. If a
business doesn’t enforce his mandates they will be shut down. If a school doesn’t
sterilize and separate their children they can be turned in. This will be catastrophic for
business and family.



The bottom of page 4 says that the Director can disclose or “release otherwise
confidential information.”

What does that mean? Your private health information will not be shielded from the
prying eyes of the state?

Ever have a procedure you want to keep confidential? Ever been tested for an STD?
Want to keep that to yourself? Well if you resist the director’'s mandates, is it possible
that your private medical history is at risk? Does this indemnify the director completely?

Page 5 makes the police department obey and carry out the mandates of the director of
the department of health. This gives a 90 window for this action, “unless further
extended by the director.” So they can just extend it indefinitely.

How is it possible that this body is even considering such a pilferage of human rights?

Page 8 says that whatever “isolation” required by the Director shall be borne by the
traveler entering the state. This means you could pay for your own solitary confinement
in an enormously expensive medical prison. Not a fun vacation.

Of course we exempt the department from the rules so that they don’t have to pay any
lawyers to twist and braid words together for the appearance of constitutionality. Make
these sections silent and the government will never get sued. That way the party’s
medical tyrants won’t get sued. They can say “they told us to do it.”

There is an establishment of the travelers screening special fund. The state does not
need more special funds to form pockets of unaccounted moneys.



It seems this bill gives the director the power to issue fines and the power to direct the
police to issue fines? That a state agency head be given this sort of police power is
highly unsettling.

Page 11, line 13 a dangerous disease is defined with words like “substantial risk” and
“significant number.” But what does this actually mean? Is 17 deaths in Hawaii enough
to close the state down?

Page 13 states:

“Screening” also includes the administration of one or more questionnaires used to
conduct surveillance of disease activity or to determine to whom a test or diagnostic tool
is to be administered.

This is highly concerning language to use considering that this disease has been
referred to as a “mild illness” and a “mild infection” by Johan Giesecke the Chief
Scientist for the European Centre for Disease Control and Prevention.

Conducting surveillance on disease activity is a sneaky way of saying the government is
conducting surveillance on people under the pretext of tracking disease. If this bill
passes it will be open season on civil liberties and the bureaucrats will be the hunters.
Covid19 is not a plague on par with anything which would warrant such an egregious
grasping of power.

There were 542 deaths attributed to influenza in Hawaii in 2019. There have been 17
(just 3% of that) from Covid19 but we do not even know how many of these Covid cases
were asymptomatic. Many of these 17 may have merely died with the disease instead of
from it.

Indeed most cases are without symptom. In other words people don’t get sick. The virus
passes through their bodies and they don’t know it. The infection does, however give
them an immunity.



This is why we must let this virus run its course, as through a person and so through the
population. Any doctor will tell you that a virus must run its course. You can be given
therapeutic medications like the Valtrex | occasionally take as a suppression treatment
for a recurring shingles virus that | have had. It calms the system and abates the
inflammation.

The greater danger to Covid19 is body’s occasional overreaction to it as an intruder.
This hyper immune response is called a cytokine storm and causes inflammation in the
tissue leading to infection and often death.

The State of Hawaii is enacting a sort of cytokine storm in its overreaction. Indeed, the
virus will not kill us but the lockdown mandates will.

We are dealing with a non-plague but the state in running on frenzied high alert. That
high alert is stressing our people and our economy. It will ultimately cause horrific
poverty and social distress until we collapse under the weight of our own reaction.

But “the lockdowns spared us” someone will say. No, it is most likely that Covid had
already peaked and was falling. By the time the governor’'s mandates had come
Covid19 had mostly passed through our population.

A recent study published in the Journal of Clinical Virology (Volume 101, April 2018,
Pages 52-56) showed that colds caused by coronavirus peaked during the months of
December-March.

This novel coronavirus, a cousin to one of the many coronavirus strains that effect
almost every single American in their lifetime. This is to say that we are commonly
infected with different strains of coronavirus every year.

These have all passed their peak along with the novel coronavirus and it other will
become increasingly unlikely that very many will have Covid19 in future tests. The covid



season has passed. Still we watch, wary at the way the tests have created undo fear
among the population.

Surely if you test more you will find more. But these numbers are being used to fear
monger and keep people in lockdown. If this continues, it will be a gross misleading of
Hawaii’s people.

This bill grants enormous authority to a non elected bureaucrat and will likely fail under
challenge.

This bill is also based upon a premise that is a lie. There is no need to lock down and
issue mandates over the free people of Hawaii. There is no need to surveil disease
activity for this canard.

There is no reason to keep Hawaiians hostage any longer. Our freedom of movement
and expression is being severely restricted. Our freedom to life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness is being trampled upon.

The Governor is getting in trouble for violating the Constitution and the Legislature is
trying to back up his power play. They are trying to get him off the hook while allowing
the lockdown to continue.

Any member of this body or its relative committees who votes in favor of this bill is doing
a grievous injustice to Hawaii’s citizens. A vote in favor of this bill makes one party to
what is essentially an illegal overthrow of the free people of Hawaii.

You may not understand what is happening in the dark back rooms of the politics in this
building but you should have the common sense to see that something diabolical is
taking place in these islands. You should not vote in favor of this or any bill that
forwards this false narrative we have been led to believe.



This is a bad bill. It is bad for our citizens. It is bad for our families. It is bad for our lives.
It is bad for Hawaii and it must be rejected. Vote against this for the sake of your
constituents and they will thank you at the ballot box. Vote in favor at your own peril.

Thank you and Aloha,

Bud Stonebraker

Candidate for Mayor

Leader of the Aloha Revolution



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 2:06:18 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Sheila Gage || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill for various reasons. Thank you for your time and consideration
in this matter.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 2:08:41 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Ravyn || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oposse this bill. This is against my rights. Do not pass this



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 2:23:11 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| rebekah || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

oppose this bill! It violates the constitutional rights of Hawaii's own citizens as well and
the rights of US citizens who travel. It will cause lasting and permanent damage to
Hawaii's tourism industry, as individuals will not submit to the overreach mandated in
this bill.

1. This bill violates our rights to freely travel while threatening us with excessive fines by
mandating screening and contact tracing of all tourists.

2. the Director of Health, who is not an elected official or even a doctor, is given sole
authority without other governmental oversight- was his bill allows for the director to
take can action deemed necessary. This is just dangerous and lacks and safety net for
those caught up in these policies.

3. mandatory testing, contact tracing, quarantine, screening, isolation of travelers violate
our constitutional rights and the HI constitutional rights to privacy.

4.Misuse of personal data is likely! . the mandatory presentation of personal, health &
demographic can, entered into a CDC or DOH database without your knowledge or
consent, used for unknown reasons, for any length of time, or for undisclosed purposes.

5. the length of the emergency, 90 days, can be continuously extended, as the director
sees fit. Example, the governor has extended his proclamation 9 times.

6. the bill allows sections 325-A of HB 2502, HD1, SD1 to automatically become interim
rules thus excluding all HI citizens from testifying or participating in the rule making
process as required by Ch 91 and Chapter 201M

7.The DOH will have absolute power over your health, travel, school entry and another
state programs that will be affected by HB2502 HD1, SD1

8. travellers can be quarantined or isolated at your own expense which could become
excessive if you do not have insurance. Furthermore, Tthe $5000 penalty for violating
these rules is excessive and unfair compared to other misdemeanors



9. there are no penalties or fines if the information is released, or disclosed either
accidentally or purposefully, similar to the fines and penalties in HIPAA laws.

10. There is a great possibility that legislators, city and county officials, and other
government officials. This is classism.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 2:53:25 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Josephine Keliipio || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:
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HB2502_Testimony

State of Hawaii House of Representatives

Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce

HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: [yourname]

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is [yourname] and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
[yourcounty]. My physical address is *******xx*xx**x (radacted for privacy), [yourcity], Hi
[yourzip]. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony

in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly



regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
guarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.



| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 3:10:57 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Tracy Ovtcharov || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill is mandating that all travelers be subjected to testing, screening, contact
tracing, etc when they get off a plane in HI which violates our rights to freely travel while
threatening us with excessive fines and the Director of Health has the sole authority to
deem any emergency without other governmental oversight. This unacceptable and |
oppose this bill!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 3:30:27 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kater || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

Aloha | am a long term resident of Hawaii. | believe in individual personal freedoms and
choices.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 3:30:33 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Nicole Kauwalu || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 3:38:25 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Carolina Diaz || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| completely OPPOSE this bill. It is unconstitutional and it is infringement on our rights!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 3:44:56 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Chaz Rapozo || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

1. Gives to much power to DOH

2. Breaches constitutional rights, which is illegal.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 3:45:17 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Alvin Rodrigues || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose HB2502 no un elected person should have the power to declare a state
emergency. The only person who has that right is the governor of the state HE IS THE
ELECTED OFFICIAL and bears the full responsibility for declaring any state
emergency. NO UNELECTED PERSONS SHOULD EVER HAVE THE POWER TO
DECLARE A STATE EMERGENCY, ONLY THE GOVERNOR AND EVEN THE
GOVERNOR DECLARED EMERGENCY SHOULD BE LIMITED.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 3:58:48 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Cherylnne Ching || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 4:02:33 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kristin Donley || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| strongly dissagree with this. It is un lawful and inhumain. This is boarderline Hitler
decleration and we as United States Citizens do not deserve to be treated this way. This
is completely unconstitutional and going to far. Will not support this at all.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 4:08:50 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Tara Doddridge || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 4:16:03 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Tabatha Conrad || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose this bill as it takes the rights of the governor and gives it to the DOH to
determine if cv 19 vaccinations are required to attend schools & gives DOH exemption
from Chapter 91. This is violation of our medical freedoms. | do not wish to be tracked



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 4:22:58 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Mandi Larsen || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Please vote no on this bill. It violates the right of free travel; it gives far too much
authority to the director of health - an unelected official; it violates privacy rights; it
excludes HI citizens from participating in the rule making process; it gives the
department of health far to much power over school entry, travel, health, and more; it
will have a negative effect on the tourism industry, which many HI communities rely on;
the fines for violation are excessive; there are no penalties for disclosure of the
protected health information, accidental or otherwise; ... there are a plethora of
problems with this bill.

please vote no!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 4:46:00 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Corine Tilson || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

I'm completely appalled at the level of UNCONSTITUTIONAL corruption we're seeing
presented in this bill. | do NOT consent to this, will never consent to these

extreme measures, and am disgusted you're attempting to promote it. Many people are
now waking up to realize the deep level of corruption lawmakers are responsible for.
HB2501 is a glorified shit-show being used to take away basic human rights. NO
THANK YOU!

Those who will give up theirfreedom for a false sense of security deserve neither.
Pleaae do what's PONO, and just say "NO" to HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 4:50:07 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kieara Daniel || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 4:56:51 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Tanya Friesen || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:19:59 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Maria Gutierrez || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 SD1. The people's right to determine the health care best for
them, even in states of emergency, should remain in the hands of the people. It is
unconstitutional to impose authoritarian measures onto communities, when they're
emotionally compromised from fear or worry due to a pandemic.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:26:01 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| RAndie Wann || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| absolutely am NOT IN FAVOR of isolating individuals based on testing for any illness. |
m NOT in favor of mandatory vaccinations for ANYONE, especially children, regardless
of the vaccine. This bill will destroy Hawaii tourism. This bill will disrupt the lives of
families. This bill disrupts my individual right to fresén of movement and is essentially
enslaving people.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:27:56 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Kathryn Johanna -
Wanke Individual Oppose No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER {Kathryn J Wanke}

To whom it may concern,

I, Kathryn J Wanke on this 24th day of June at this time 5:00 am strongly
oppose this new Health Bill known as HB2502 written by the Hawaii State
Legislature. It takes away the very rights and freedoms that are part of our
American Constitution, the right to Life, Liberty and the Pursuit of
Happiness! We Americans hold dearly these rights. I am against any proposal
that can drag any person, family member or an entire family away from their
home at any given time without any previous notice and be placed in a
confined quarantine facility based on a suspicion and without any proof of
illness or virus. Now, this person is susceptible to contracting this serious
and deadly virus and can easily spread it! I, also, am in opposition to the
new Health Travel Restrictions. My children live off island on the mainland
and I don't want to have to worry about whether I will make it to my
destination or not Dbeing able to make it safely back home because I have
been escorted to quarantined area. On top of that, I /we will be responsible
for new costs such as food, place to stay and medical cost!!! If, I am sick,
I simply won't fly! I wear my mask whenever I am outside to prevent spreading
the virus to anyone Jjust incase I am asymptomatic, I social distance and
wash my hands alot! So, I do my part but this Bill HB2502 is Seriously
Scary!!!

I have been a Hawaii resident living in Maui County for over 22 years! My
address 1s *****xxxxxxxxxxxx{redacted for privacy}Lahaina,HI 96761 This is my
own testimony Opposing the HB2502 Health Bill.

Thankyou,

Kathryn J Wanke



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:32:43 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| amber lee || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This proposed legislation violates several basic human rights and is wholly
unconstitutional. It will also devastate the economy of Hawai'i further, as tourism is
already a highly stretched and uncertain resource. Lastly, the Hawai'i education system
already deeply struggles to provide suitable facilities and resources for its students, and
this bill would further marginalize those whose access to a quality school experience is
limited. For the sake of our children, for all people of Hawai'i, and all those who travel
here, please do not pass that which would be such a profound detriment to the
continuation of life and the possibility of our thriving forward.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:35:33 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Scott Fayette || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This is completely unconstitutional and must not pass



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:46:40 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kent Eads || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:53:28 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Brea Caley || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this unconstitutional bill!!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:54:21 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
|Clementine Benemerito|| Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 5:59:23 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Oliver R Lewis || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Unconstitutional. | strongly oppose mandatory inflictions on free people's choice and

personal space.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:07:47 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Rita Kama-Kimura || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose the passing of this bill, please vote NO!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:10:32 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Nick Kern || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:11:35 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Ann Dewey || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill is way too heavy handed and infringes upon our civil rights. People who are
sick should stay home in their own homes or visitors can stay in hotels. Those that are
immune compromised can protect themselves. This bill is more about removing
people's rights than about the wellness of our community. This is a bad bill. It is bad for
our families. | am more afraid of the erosion of civil rights than | am afraid of contacting
the virus. | am afraid for our children who are now fearful of other people and fearful of
human contact and afraid to go out of the house!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:12:51 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Amy Woodruff || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| STRONGLY appose HB2502 as it is unconstitutional and a potential threat to our

basic freedom.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:13:52 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Desiree Watson || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: [yourname]

DATE: Tuesday, June 24, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Desiree Watson and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Hawaii. My physical address is 68-1952 Lina Poepoe St. Waikoloa, HI 96738. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family
against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of

the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Sincerely,
Desiree Watson

Hawaii Island



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:14:15 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
Testifying for Humanity
Jennifer McTigue and all the people of Oppose No
Hawaii

Comments:

If this bill passes so help me God. This bill literally gives the power of the US
presidency to an unelected official working directly against the people of Hawaii. The
DOH health director will have MORE POWER to bring this state to its knees than the
Governor of Hawaii and all of you legislatures. There is no definition for communicable
and dangerous disease. If you have allowed COVID 19, a bioengineered weapon with
a mortality rate of .26% to literally destroy the economy of the State of Hawaii, and put
thousands upon thousands of beings at serious mental, physical, spiritual, and financial
risk, what will you allow next? The results of allowing a power hungry and facsist DOH
Director to literally take over our State is absurd not to mention criminal. This director
will have the power to make arbitrary determinations to close our economy and imprison
people without so much as a SHRED of scientific evidence. The people will not allow
this kind of behavior to continue. This bill will DESTROY ANY SEMBLANCE OF
ALOHA among it's people and will have catastrophic implications. | implore you to not
pay service to a dark and evil energy that is taking over your minds and turning you into
complacent sheeple. Please wake Up!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:14:15 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Mary Weber || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

Do not support



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:15:17 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| janelle ragusa || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

As a parent in the health profession, | strongly oppose this bill. Parents always know
how to best care for themselves and their children. Keeping families together in any
circumstance is best for everyone! The emotional stress of being separated will

decrease the immune system.

Rather than being concerned about filling hospitals, and lack of resources - why not

PROMOTE healthy lifestyle habits!

Holistic healing methods are best and can be done in the families home without
"contaminating” others. Separating families at any point is just not condoned. Who really

thinks this is a good idea?



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:17:14 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Devon Ehrenberg || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill and find it a slap in the face to our constitutional rights. | say
NO.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:18:01 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Tipa || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:19:05 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Micaire Hawkins || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill leaves open ended interpretations of what can be executed in a state of
emergency and oversteps the role of protection of health to encroachment of freedom.
| DO NOT support this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:19:40 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jonathan Yoshioka || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:21:08 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| cynthia paliracio || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill is unconstitutional! imposing travel restrictions will severely hurt Hawaii's visitor
count. We're hurting as is with the nearly four month long lockdown. Many businesses
have shutdown and thousands are now out of work. and, giving the DOH director
powers over the governor is too much power.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:22:21 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Agustin || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose bill HB2502 on grounds it is unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:23:41 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
Testifying for Soul
Adam Dirks Surfer and Company Oppose No
LLC

Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Adam Dirks

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is Adam Dirks and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Kauai. My physical address is 4831E Kapaka St, Princeville, HI 96722. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

First off, my wife, Bethany Hamilton, and | are required to travel for work/surf very often
throughout the year, and we do so with our kids, as a family. This bill is terrifying to
think that our family could be ripped apart based upon "suspicion” of being infected.
Please consider the effects this bill potentially has upon individuals and their upon
families. The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such
highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill,
an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a



quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then



be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:23:46 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| kim nelli || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose bill HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:25:28 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Laura A Hudgens || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:26:03 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Aimee Yoshioka || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:27:42 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization -Iggssflt?oer: PIZiZ??r:gat
| dreamhawaii || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| opppse.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:27:47 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Kim Craig || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| oppose such overreaching regulation that will keep myself and many others from ever
traveling to Hawaii. | also oppose the Director of Health being the sole authority to able
to declare an emergency and to be able to take any action deemed necessary. This is
too much power to give to one person when those decisions affect so many. Mandatory
testing, contact tracing, and screening violate constitutional rights and rights to

privacy. Please vote no on this bill!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:28:05 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| danielle cretsinger || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This is a complete overstep of government. It is unnessary and should not even be an
option. Also, if is unacceptable to put so much power in an unelected person's hand.
They do not represent the people.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:30:07 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
Paul Pencak Testlfy|_ng for Oppose No
Keepyourights.org

Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Paul Pencak

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good morning,

My name is Paul Pencak and | am aresident of the State of Hawaii in the County

of Hawai’i. My physical address is:
77-141 Laaloa Avenue

Kailua Kona HI 96740

After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in

STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal




of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary.
According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their
home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are
“deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of
spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the
State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection
within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person
to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater
(undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently
infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may
actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very
infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are
also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be
held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is
actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or
family against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1)
The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or
isolation is so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This
undermines the United States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A
person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore
the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group without
the individual’s express consent.



| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that
would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been
protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt,
and use of the information may include the sharing of the information between or
among the department, other governmental agencies, and private entities under
contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes
other than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special
fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of
debt service on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing
expenses related to the issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used
to acquire the conservation easement and other real property interests in Turtle
Bay, Oahu, for the protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural
resources important to the State, until the bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under
section 2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation
of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5

per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism
special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

With Aloha,



Paul Pencak



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:30:46 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Daisy || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 . This is infrenging on my freedoms and personal right as a
human to care for my own health. This is Unconstitutional !



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:30:17 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| maria grey || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose HB2502 HD1 on constitutional grounds.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:32:19 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Shantel Bergantinos || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill, as it violates our constitutional rights on so many levels!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:32:27 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Bianca Bishop || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:33:22 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| john gangini || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This Bill is similiar to H.R.748 U.S Congress.gov that was created by U.S.Senator
Courtney[D] January 2019 and was originally written as a 'Middle Class bill Adopted by
The U.S.House [D} controlled and eventually became the 'THE CARES ACT".

| totally OPPOSE this bill for all travelers,Manadatory Testing,tracking,quarantine, that
with the way The State of Hawaii has handled this whole{ PLANNED DEM IC
}destroying peoples livelihoods,sent people in a panic,the amount of suicides, you
cannot be trusted to have the peoples best interest in mind. Especially when you say "it
leaves the door open to 'OTHER ACTIONS DEEMED NECESSARY,during Declared
[PHE]. Next you will be making it manadatory vacinations for children to go to school.

| VOTE <<<<SCRUB THE BILL!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:33:26 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Alana Cummings || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1

Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:33:45 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test.nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Lori Kimata ND Testifying for Sacred Oppose No

Healing Arts LLC

Comments:




From: Anita Green

To: CPH Testimony
Subject: Testimony in Opposition
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 8:46:19 AM

Unfortunately your website is not working correctly, so I submit my Testimony to this
provided email. Please send me a receipt of receiving this testimony. Mahalo

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Anita Green

DATE: Wednesday, June 24, 2020

Good morning,

My name is Anita Green and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of Kauai.
My physical address is *********x*x**x (radacted for privacy), Kapaa, Hl 96746. After
reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG
OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United States
Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded
and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an apparently healthy
individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on
suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk
for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would determine if an
individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill
does not provide for any burden of proof by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate
that a person is truly a threat before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a
quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a


mailto:anitajwgreen@gmail.com
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby
contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There
are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are remanded to
the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to
the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of food,
lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's health
plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against their will without
providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as to how long they
could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do
so. This hardly seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which
expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The number
of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as to
render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United States Constitutional
protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court
could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a
group without the individual’s express consent.

I am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in mandating
medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then be shared with
private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text
from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include the sharing of the
information between or among the department, other governmental agencies, and private
entities under contract with the department.”

I also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other than
public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service on
reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the issuance of
the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation easement and other
real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection, preservation, and enhancement
of natural resources important to the State, until the bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund established
under section 201B—3;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section 2018
—11;



(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be expended
from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of initiatives to take
advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel opportunities for international
visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the
$79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to provide
funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



From: dianadhirsch@agmail.com

To: Rep. Lisa Kitagawa; CPH Testimony
Subject: Opposition to Bill HB2502

Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 9:29:38 AM
Attachments: HB2502_SD1_proposed_ (1).pdf

Dear who this may concern and to Represenative Kitagawa,

We are outraged that are freedoms of the constitution are being taken away right before our
eyes with this bill! It is absolutely wrong and against our constitutional rights for any state to
imposes these types of laws on the people!

Below | have pasted the bill and I strongly oppose!

Live like it's heaven on earth!
Aloha Nui Loa,

Diana Hirsch

Holistic Nutrition Educator
600 Tyner Way

Incline Village Nevada 89451
808-255-1983


mailto:dianadhirsch@gmail.com
mailto:repkitagawa@capitol.hawaii.gov
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 2502
THIRTIETH LEGISLATURE, 2020 H . B . N O H.D. 1
STATE OF HAWAII _ * SD.1

A BILL FOR AN ACT

RELATING TO HEALTH.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF HAWAII:
PART I

SECTION 1. The State's experience with the COVID-19
pandemic demonstrates the need for preparation, flexibility, and
gquick action in the face of ongoing or new risks presented by
outbreaks of communicable or dangerous diseases in the State or
in other parts of the world. The State has learned from
experience that a screening process for travelers is a key
component in the containment or mitigation of the spread of
disease. This Act serves to enhance the tools available to the
State in its effort to contain or mitigate the spread of
communicable or dangerous diseases, to enable the use of these
tools without a governor's emergency proclamation, and to make
the containment or mitigation effort more efficient and flexible
in protecting the public health and safety.

This Act authorizes a screening process applicable to
travelers at any port of entry to the State whenever it is

determined by the director of health to be necessary to prevent
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the spread of communicable or dangerous diseases in order to
protect the public health and safety, including the health and
safety of the traveling public, and to ensure a positive visitor
experience, which is critical to sustaining the State's tourism
industry.

The screening may apply to any and all travelers, including
interisland, domestic, and international travelers, and it may
apply to both arrival and departure points within the State of
Hawaii. Benefits include the determination of whether
gquarantine or isolation is necessary for the wellbeing of the
public, including travelers, travelers' households, and
traveling companions, as well as the opportunity for timely
treatment to prevent or lessen symptoms or to shorten the
duration of the disease. To further enhance the effectiveness
of the screening process, and from experience, we also find it
necessary to establish penalties to address individuals who are
uncooperative or seek to evade the screening process. This
screening process will also authorize the department of health
to take certain actions upon completion of traveler screening,

including testing, investigating, monitoring, quarantining, and
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isolating travelers, as determined necessary b; the director of
health to protect the public health and safety.

This Act also amends existing law to work more efficiently
in conjunction with any emergency proclamation issued to respond
to the spread of a communicable or dangerous disease and gives
the director of health authority to declare a public health
emergency if there is, or there is a potential for, an epidemic
or serious outbreak of communicable or dangerous disease.

PART II

SECTION 2. Chapter 325, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by adding a new part to be appropriately designated and
to read as follows:

"PART . DETECTION, PREVENTION, AND CONTROL OF DISEASE
TRANSMISSION

§325-A Director's authority to declare public health
emergency,; powers. (a) Except when otherwise expressly
addressed by the governor or the Hawaii emergency management
agency under chapter 127A, when in the judgment of the director
there is a potential for an epidemic or serious outbreak of
communicable or dangerous disease, notwithstanding any other

laws, the director may declare a public health emergency, by
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written declaration, which shall set forth the reasons
therefore, and exercise the following powers:

(1) Require provider reporting, screening, testing,
contact tracing, quarantine, and isolation of persons
deemed by the department to be infected, at higher
risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection;

(2) Require declarations of health status, travel history,
and intended lodging or residence plans from
travelers;

{(3) Require first responders and part or all of the public
to implement safeguards designed to prevent
infections, including but not limited to physical
distancing, temporary closure of schools, temporary
closure of businesses and operations, hygiene
procedures, and wearing of personal protective
equipment;

(4) Release otherwise confidential information if the
director determines that the disclosure is necessary
to protect the public health, safety, and welfare from

imminent harm; and
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(5) Take other action as deemed necessary by the director
to prevent, prepare for, respond to, mitigate, and
recover from a serious outbreak of communicable or
dangerous disease.

(b) Quarantine and isolation pursuant to this section
shall not be subject to the requirements pursuant to section
325-8(a).

(c) Every police officer or state law enforcement officer
and the Hawaii emergency management agency shall aid and assist
the department in the enforcement of a declaration of a public
health emergency.

(d) The director's declaration of a public health
emergency shall be posted on the department's website and shall
terminate automatically ninety days after the declaration,
unless earlier terminated or extended or revoked by the director
or the governor. Any extension shall terminate automatically
after ninety days, unless further extended by the director or
the governor.

§325-B Detection of communicable or dangerous diseases in
travelers; screening, investigating, monitoring, quarantining,

isolating, data-sharing, and other actions to protect the public
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health and safety. (a) Whenever the director determines it is
necessary to detect, prevent, prepare for, respond to, mitigate,
or recover from the transmission of communicable or dangerous
diseases by traveling members of the public, the department may,
by order of the director:

(1) Screen interisland, domestic, or international
travelers for evidence of communicable or dangerous
diseases by using a screening method approved by the
department;

(2) Investigate interisland, domestic, or international
travelers and persons in contact with those travelers
as determined by the director to be necessary to
detect, prevent, or control the transmission of a
communicable or dangerous disease;

(3) Monitor interisland, domestic, or international
travelers after their arrival as determined by the
department to be necessary to detect, prevent, prepare
for, respond to, mitigate, or recover from the
transmission of a communicable or dangerous disease;

(4) Quarantine interisland, domestic, or international

travelers after their arrival as determined by the
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department to be necessary to detect, prevent, prepare
for, respond to, mitigate, or recover from the
transmission of a communicable or dangerous disease
pursuant to section 325-8;

(5) Isolate interisland, domestic, or international
travelers after their arrival as determined by the
department to be necessary to detect, prevent, prepare
for, respond to, mitigate, or recover from the
transmission of a communicable or dangerous disease
pursuant to section 325-8; and

(6) Enlist the services or collaboration of any other
federal, state, county, or private entity to assist
with any of the activities in this section.

(b) Travelers arriving in a Hawaii port of entry may be
required to provide a completed State of Hawaii traveler
questionnaire on a form, or in a manner, approved by the
department. Failure to provide a completed State of Hawaii
travel questionnaire as directed by the department is a
violation of this section.

§325-C Communicable or dangerous diseases, screening,

treatment, and isoclation. Upon entry to the State, all persons
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may be required to submit to a screening for communicable or
dangerous diseases as deemed appropriate by the department. The
diseases screened for shall include those deemed a public health
and safety risk by the department at the time of the screening.
If the department deems it necessary for the public health,
treatment, quarantine, and isolation may be required, at the
expense of the person entering the State.

§325-D Administrative rules. (a) The department may
adopt rules pursuant to chapter 91 to effectuate the purposes of
this part.

(b) No later than October 1, 2020, the department shall
adopt interim rules, which shall be exempt from the requirements
of chapter 91 and the requirements of chapter 201M, to
effectuate the purposes of this part; provided that the interim
rules shall remain in effect until December 31, 2026, or until
rules are adopted pursuant to subsection (a), whichever occurs
sooner.

(c) The department may amend the interim rules, and the
amendments shall be exempt from the requirements of chapter 91
and from the requirements of chapter 201M, to effectuate the

purposes of this chapter; provided that any amended interim
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rules shall remain in effect until December 31, 2026, or until
rules are adopted pursuant to subsection (a), whichever occurs
sooner. |

(d) The department shall make the adoption, amendment, or
repeal of interim rules known to the public by:

(1) Giving public notice of the substance of the proposed

rules at least once statewide; and

(2) Posting the full text of the proposed rulemaking

action on the Internet as provided pursuant to section
91-2.6.

§325-E Environmental impact statements not required. No
action taken by the department to implement this part shall be
subject to the provisions of or any requirement in chapter 343.

§325-F Procurement exemption. Contracts for the purchase
of goods and services to effectuate the purposes of this part
shall be exempt from chapters 103D and 103F.

§325-G Travelers screening special fund. {(a) There is
established in the state treasury the travelers screening
special fund that shall be administered by the department, into

which shall be deposited:

2020-2190 HB2502 SD1 SMA.doc

0 e AR





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Page 10 2502
H.B. NO. #o:

S.D. 1
Proposed
(1) Transient accommodations taxes collected and allocated
to the fund;
(2) Fines collected as penalties pursuant to section

325-H;

(3) Appropriations made by the legislature to the fund;

(4) All moneys received by the fund from any other source;

and

(5) Interest earned on any moneys in the fund.

{b) Moneys in the travelers screening special fund shall
be used for the purposes of set forth in sections 325-B and
325-C regarding the detection of communicable or dangerous
diseases in travelers, and related screening, investigating,
monitoring, quarantining, isolating, data-sharing, other related
actions, and the related costs of operating the fund.

§325-H Penalties. Any person who violates any provision
of this part or who violates any rules adopted pursuant to this
part shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and fined not more than
$5,000. All fines shall be deposited into the travelers
screening special fund."

PART III
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SECTION 3. Chapter 325, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by adding four new sections to be appropriately

designated and to read as follows:

"§325-I Definitions. As used in this chapter:

"Communicable disease"”" means an illness due to a specific

infectious agent or its toxic products that arises through

transmission of that agent or its products from an infected

person or animal or a reservoir to a susceptible host, either

directly, or indirectly through an intermediate animal host,

vector, or the inanimate environment. "Communicable disease"

includes "infectious disease" and any disease declared to be

"communicable" by the director.

"Dangerous disease"” means any illness or health condition

that might pose a substantial risk of a significant number of

human fatalities or incidents of permanent or long-term

disability.

"Department" means the department of health.

"Director" means the director of health.

"Epidemic" means the occurrence of cases of an illness

clearly in excess of normal expectancy, as determined by the

director.
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"Health care facility" means a facility as defined in

section 323D-2.

"Infectious disease" means a disease that spreads from

person to person, directly or indirectly, that poses a

significant public health risk.

"Isolation" means the physical separation, including the

restriction of movement or confinement of individuals or groups

confirmed by the department to have been infected with a

communicable or dangerous disease, from individuals who are

believed not to have been exposed or infected, by order of the

director, the governor, or a court of competent jurisdiction.

Conditions of isolation may be more restrictive than as for

guarantine.

"Quarantine"” means the physical separation, including the

restriction of movement or confinement of individuals or groups

believed to have been exposed to a communicable or dangerous

disease, or who otherwise have or create a potential risk of

transmitting a communicable or dangerous disease to others from

individuals who are believed not to have been exposed or

infected, by order of the director, the governor, or a court of

2020-2190 HB2502 SD1 SMA.doc 12

LI R





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

H.B. NO. ¥

S.D. 1
Proposed

competent jurisdiction, based on information collected and

reviewed by the department.

"Screening" means a diagnostic tool administered to detect

the presence of a communicable or dangerous disease in an

individual and may include the measuring of a person's

temperature. "Screening"” also includes the administration of

one or more guestionnaires used to conduct surveillance of

disease activity or to determine to whom a test or diagnostic

tool is to be administered.

§325-J Right to contest. {(a) An individual subject to

guarantine or isolation pursuant to this chapter may request a

hearing in the courts of this State to contest the order of

guarantine or isolation, the individual's treatment, or the

terms and conditions of the guarantine or isolation. The

request shall be in writing and shall be filed as a civil

proceeding with the circuit court in the circuit in which the

individual is gquarantined or isolated. Upon receiving a

request, the court shall fix a date for a hearing. The hearing

shall take place within ten days of the filing of the request

with the court. The request for a hearing shall not alter or

stay the order of quarantine or isclation. The department shall
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be notified of the request for a hearing at least seven days

before the hearing by the individual requesting the hearing.

If, after a hearing, the court finds that the gquarantine or

isolation of the individual is not in compliance with this part,

the ccocurt may fashion remedies reasonable under the

circumstances and consistent with this chapter.

(b) Judicial decisions shall be based upon clear and

convincing evidence; provided that in hearings to contest the

individual's screening, treatment, or the terms or conditions of

the quarantine or isolation, judicial decisions shall be based

upon a preponderance of the evidence. A written record of the

disposition of the case shall be made and retained. If the

personal appearance before the court of a quarantined or

isolated individual is determined by the director to pose a

threat to individuals at the proceeding and the quarantined or

isolated individual does not waive the right to attend the

proceeding, the court shall appoint a guardian ad litem, to

represent the quarantined or isclated individual throughout the

proceeding or shall hold the hearing via any means that allow

all parties to participate as fully and safely as is reasonable

under the circumstances.

2020-2190 HB2502 SD1 SMA.doc 14

(LR





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

H.B. NO. &,

SD.1
Proposed

{c) Upon written request, the court may, in its

discretion, appoint counsel to represent individuals or groups

of individuals who are or who are about to be gquarantined or

isolated pursuant to this section and who are not otherwise

represented by counsel. Adequate means of communication between

those individuals or groups and their counsel or their guardian

ad litem shall be provided by the department, if adequate means

of communication is not otherwise available to them.

(d) In any proceeding brought pursuant to this section, in

consideration of the protection of the public's health, the

severity of the emergency, and the availability of necessary

witnesses and evidence, the court may order the consolidation of

claims where:

(1) The number of individuals involvéd or to be affected

by an order of quarantine or isolation is so large as

to render individual participation impractical;

(2) There are questions of law or fact common to the

individual claims or rights to be determined;

(3) The group claims or rights to be determined are

typical of the affected individuals' claims or rights;

and
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(4) The entire group will be adequately represented in the

consolidation.

§325-K Collection, receipt, and use of information;

disclosure; confidentiality of information. (a)

Notwithstanding any other law to the contrary, the department,

other governmental agencies, or private entities under contract

with the department, who act pursuant to this section, may

collect, receive, and use information for the purposes of

detecting, preventing, preparing for, responding to, mitigating,

or recovering from the transmission of communicable or dangerous

diseases. Collection, receipt, and use of the information may

include the sharing of the information between or among the

department, other governmental agencies, and private entities

under contract with the department. Collection, receipt, and

use shall not include disclosure of the information to other

departments, entities, or individuals except as provided in

subsection (b).

(b) The information to be collected, received, and used

pursuant to this section may be disclosed by the department to

the public only as necessary to prevent or lessen a serious and

imminent threat to the health or safety of a person or the
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public, including the transmission of communicable or dangerous

diseases to others.

(c) All information collected, received, or used, pursuant

to this section shall be confidential and shall not be used or

disclosed, except as allowed by this section or as required by

law. Any governmental agency or private entity that collects,

receives, or uses information pursuant to this section shall be

subject to the same restrictions on collection, receipt, and use

of that information as the department.

§325-L Construction and severability. (a) This chapter

shall be liberally construed to effectuate its purposes;

provided that this chapter shall not be construed as conferring

any power or permitting any action that is inconsistent with the

Constitution and laws of the United States, but, in so

construing this chapter, due consideration shall be given to the

circumstances as they exist from time to time.

(b) If any provision of this chapter or its application to

any person or circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall

not affect other provisions or applications of this chapter."”

PART IV
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SECTION 4. Section 237D-6.5, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by amending subsection (b) to read as follows:

"(b) Except for the revenues collected pursuant to section
237D-2 (e}, revenues collected under this chapter shall be
distributed in the following priority, with the excess revenues
to be deposited into the general fund:

(1) S shall be allocated to the travelers

screening special fund established under section 325-G

beginning on August 1, 2020, and ending on June 30,

2022;

(3] (2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay
conservation easement special fund beginning July 1,
2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund
of debt service on reimbursable general obligation
bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used
to acquire the conservation easement and other real
property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the
protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural
resources important to the State, until the bonds are

fully amortized;
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[+2+] (3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention
center enterprise special fund established under
section 201B-8;

[3+] (4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism
special fund established under section 201B-11;
provided that:

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30,

2015, $2,000,000 shall be expended from the

tourism special fund for development and

implementation of initiatives to take advantage
of expanded visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to

Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated:

(1) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the
operation of a Hawaiian center and the
museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and

(ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be

transferred to a sub-account in the tourism

special fund to provide funding for a safety
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and security budget, in accordance with the
Hawaii tourism strategic plan 2005-2015; and
(C) Of the revenues remaining in the tourism special
fund‘after revenues have been deposited as
provided in this paragraph and except for any sum
authorized by the legislature for expenditure
from revenues subject to this paragraph,
beginning July 1, 2007, funds shall be deposited
into the tourism emergency special fund,
established in section 201B-10, in a manner
sufficient to maintain a fund balance of
$5,000,000 in the tourism emergency special fund;
(5) $103,000,000 shall be allocated as follows:
Kauai county shall receive 14.5 per cent, Hawaii
county shall receive 18.6 per cent, city and county of
Honolulu shall receive 44.1 per cent, and Maui county
shall receive 22.8 per cent; provided that commencing
with fiscal year 2018-2019, a sum that represents the
difference between a county public employer's annual
required contribution for the separate trust fund

established under section 87A-42 and the amount of the
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county public employer's contributions into that trust
fund shall be retained by the state director of
finance and deposited to the credit of the county
public employer's annual required contribution into
that trust fund in each fiscal year, as provided in
section 87A-42, if the respective county fails to
remit the total amount of the county's required annual

contributions, as required under section 87A-43; and

(6) $3,000,000 shall be allocated to the special land

and development fund established under section 171-19;

provided that the allocation shall be expended in

accordance with the Hawaii tourism authority strategic

plan for:

(A) The protection, preservation, maintenance, and
enhancement of natural resources, including

beaches, important to the visitor industry;

(B) Planning, construction, and repair of facilities;
and
(C) Operation and maintenance costs of public lands,

including beaches, connected with enhancing the

visitor experience.
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All transient accommodations taxes shall be paid into the
state treasury each month within ten days after collection and
shall be kept by the state director of finance in special
accounts for distribution as provided in this subsection.

Bs used in this subsection, "fiscal year" means the twelve-
month period beginning on July 1 of a calendar year and ending
on June 30 of the following calendar year."

PART V

SECTION 5. Section 325-2.5, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended to read as follows:

"[$]1§325-2.5[}] Health care-associated infection
reporting. (a) Each health care facility in the State that is
certified by the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services
shall report information about health care-associated infections
to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention's national
healthcare safety network, as specified in the rules of the
Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services.

(b) Health care facilities subject to this section shall
authorize the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention to

allow the department to access health care-associated infection
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data reported by those health care facilities to the national
healthcare safety network.

(c) The department may adopt rules pursuant to chapter 91
to require that health care-associated infections that are
multidrug-resistant be reported to the department through the
national healthcare safety network. The rules shall specify
which health care facilities are required to report those health
care-associated infections that are multidrug-resistant through
the national healthcare safety network, as well as the patient
populations that are to be targeted in the reports. The first
year of reporting required under this subsection shall be a
pilot test of the reporting system and shall not be reported or
disclosed to the public.

(d) The department shall preserve patient confidentiality
and shall not disclose to the public any patient-level data
obtained from any health care facility.

(e) The department may issue reports to the public
regarding health care-associated infections in aggregate data
form to protect individual patient identity. The reports may
identify individual health care facilities. The reports shall

use the methodology or any part of the methodology developed by
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the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and the Centers
for Medicare and Medicaid Services for national reporting of
health care-associated infections.

{(f) Health care-associated infection information held by
the department as a result of reporting under this section is
not subject to subpoena, discovery, or introduction into
evidence in any civil or criminal proceeding; provided that
health care-associated infection information otherwise available
from other sources is not immune from subpoena, discovery, or
introduction into evidence through those sources solely because
the information was reported as required by this section.

(g) Beginning on June 30, 2013, and no later than June 30
of each year, thereafter, the department shall prepare a public
report, in accordance with this section, containing information
pertaining to health care-associated infections in the State for
the previous calendar year.

[+H—Fer—thepurposes—efthis seetiont

u "

" 2 2 "
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SECTION 6. Section 325-8, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended to read as follows:

"§325-8 Infected persons and quarantine. (a) (As—used—in
thisseetiont

Loommunicablte—diseasel meansany aisease—declared—+teo—be
Leommunicablte" by—thedirectorof heatth-

Farisdietions] By order of the director, the department may

quarantine or isolate an individual if:

(1) Any delay in the quarantine or isolation of the

individual would pose an immediate threat to the

public health;
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(2) The individual is reasonably believed to have been

exposed to or known to have been infected with a

communicable or dangerous disease; and

{3) A guarantine or isolation is the least restrictive

means by which the public's health, safety, and

welfare can be protected, due to the transmittable

nature of the communicable or dangerous disease and

the lack of preventive measures, or due to the failure

by the individual quarantined or isoclated to accept or

practice less restrictive measures to prevent disease

transmission.

(b) In implementing a quarantine{+] or isolation, the

dignity of the individual quarantined or isolated shall be

respected at all times and to the greatest extent possible,
consistent with the objective of preventing or limiting the
transmission of the disease to others. The needs of individuals

quarantined or isolated shall be addressed in as systematic and

competent a fashion as is reasonable under the circumstances.
To the greatest extent possible, the premises in which

individuals are quarantined or isolated shall be maintained in a

safe and hygienic manner, designed to minimize the likelihood of
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further transmission of infection or other harm to individuals

subject to quarantine[—ARdeguate] or isolation; provided that,

if an individual is quarantined or isclated in the individual's

own home or in a rented premises, the individual shall be

responsible for maintaining the premises in a safe and hygienic

manner, Access to adequate food, clothing, medication, and

other necessities, access to counsel, means of communication

with [these—inandeuvtside—these settings+] others, and

[eempetent] adequate medical care shall [be-—previded] not be

denied to the person quarantined[+] or isolated, at the person's

expense.

To the greatest extent possible, cultural and religious
beliefs shall be considered in addressing the needs of

quarantined or isolated individuals. The department may

establish and maintain places of quarantine and isclation and

quarantine or isolate any individual by the least restrictive
means necessary to protect the public health.

The department shall take all reasonable means to prevent
the transmission of infection between or among quarantined or

isolated individuals. The quarantine or iscolation of any

individual shall be terminated when the director determines that
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the quarantine or isolation of that individual is no longer

necessary to protect the public health.

(c¢) An individual subject to quarantine or isolation shall

obey the department's rules and orders, shall not go beyond the

quarantined or isolated premises, and shall not put the

individual's self in contact with any individual not subject to

quarantine or isolation other than a physician, health care

provider, or individual authorized to enter a quarantined or
isolated premises by the department. Violation of any of the
provisions of this subsection is a misdemeanor.

(d) No individual, other than an individual authorized by

the department, shall enter a quarantined or isclated premises.

Any individual entering a quarantined or isoclated premises

without permission of the department shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor. If, by reason of an unauthorized entry into a

quarantined or isolated premises, the individual poses a danger

to public health, the individual may be subject to [+he]

quarantine or isolation pursuant to this section.

[+er—DBefere—quarantiningen—individual;—thedepartment
hall ebbad . , ] - ey
b ] o " . i
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4

consotidation
4] (e) Each individual quarantined shall be responsible
for the costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for
those costs covered and paid by the individual's health plan.

(f) By order of the director, the department may inspect,

guarantine, or isolate persons, property, places, cities, or

counties, and take measures as are necessary to ascertain the

nature of the disease and prevent its spread whenever in its

judgment the action is necessary to protect or preserve the

public health.”

SECTION 7. Section 325-20, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended to read as follows:

"[$]1§325-20[}] Agreements; collaborative assistance in
control of disease outbreaks. (a) The director may enter into
agreements for collaborative assistance with licensed health
care facilities and health care providers in the State to
control an epidemic of a dangerous disease[+—whieh] that
requires more physical facilities, materials, or personnel than

the department has available.
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[=A =)y oge oy w b @ s oy p > gy ey

+e+] (b) Under collaborative agreements, health care
facilities or health care providers shall provide prophylactic
and treatment services for the epidemic disease in collaboration
with and under the general direction of the department and shall

seek reimbursement from the individuals who receive medical

care, the parties responsible for their care, or their health
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plans. Persons having health plan benefits shall be responsible
for any copayments to the facilities or health care providers.

[+e+] (c) The agreements may provide that the department
shall use reasonable efforts to seek legislative appropriations
to reimburse health care facilities and health care providers
for the use of physical facilities, professional services, and
materials provided to persons without health plan coverage.

[+e+] (d) Except in cases of wilful misconduct, the
following persons shall not be liable for the death of or injury
to any person who is provided care pursuant to this section or
for damage to property when resulting from any act or omission
in the performance of such services:

(1) The State or any political subdivision;

{2) A health care facility or health care provider acting
at the direction of the department under an agreement
as provided in this section; and

(3) Persons engaged in disease prevention and control
functions pursuant to this section or sections 325-8
and 325-9, including volunteers whose services are
accepted by any authorized person."

PART VI

2020-2190 HB2502 sSD1 SMA.doc 36
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SECTION 8. Section 706-643, Hawaili Revised Statutes, 1is
amended by amending subsection (2) to read as follows:

"(2) All fines and other final payments received by a
clerk or other officer of a court shall be accounted for, with
the names of perscons making payment, and the amount and date
thereof, being recorded. All such funds shall be deposited with
the director of finance to the credit of the general fund of the
State. With respect to fines and bail forfeitures that are
proéeeds of the wildlife revolving fund under section 183D-10.5,

and fines that are proceeds of the compliance resolution fund

under sections 26-9(o) and 431:2-410, and fines that are

proceeds of the travelers screening special fund under sections

325-G and 325-H, the director of finance shall transmit the

fines and forfeitures to the respective funds."
PART VII
SECTION 9. Section 87A-42, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by amending subsection (d) to read as follows:
"(d) In any fiscal year subsequent to the 2017-2018 fiscal
year in which a county public employer's contributions into the
fund are less than the amount of the annual required

contribution, the amount that represents the excess of the
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N R ERIRHCEAT N RALAIE





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

H.B. NO. &

S.D. 1
Proposed

annual required contribution over the county public employer's
contributions shall be deposited into the fund from a portion of
all transient accommodations tax revenues collected by the

department of taxation under section [23FB—6+54t4+—]

237D-6.5(b) (5). The director of finance shall deduct the amount

necessary to meet the county public employer's annual required
contribution from the revenues derived under section

[23F+B—6-5+4)] 237D-6.5(b) (5) and transfer the amount to the

board for deposit into the appropriate account of the separate
trust fund."

SECTION 10. Section 171-19, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is
amended by amending subsection (a) to read as follows:

"(a) There is created in the department a special fund to
be designated as the "special land and development fund".
Subject to the Hawaiian Homes Commission Act of 1920, as
amended, and section 5(f) of the Admission Act of 1959, all
proceeds of sale of public lands, including interest on deferred
payments; all moneys collected under section 171-58 for mineral
and water rights; all rents from leases, licenses, and permits
derived from public lands; all moneys collected from lessees of

public lands within industrial parks; all fees, fines, and other

2020-2190 HB2502 SD1 SMA.doc 38
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administrative charges collected under this chapter and chapter
183C; a portion of the highway fuel tax collected under chapter
243; all moneys collected by the department for the commercial

use of public trails and trail accesses under the jurisdiction

of the department; transient accommodations tax revenues

collected pursuant to section [23FB~6-5tb+5++] 237D-6.5(b) (6);

and private contributions for the management, maintenance, and
development of trails and accesses shall be set apart in the
fund and shall be used only as authorized by the legislature for
the following purposes:

(1) To reimburse the general fund of the State for
advances made that are required to be reimbursed from
the proceeds derived from sales, leases, licenses, or
permits of public lands;

(2) For the planning, development, management, operations,
or maintenance of all lands and improvements under the
control and management of the board pursuant to title
12, including but not limited to permanent or
temporary staff positions who may be appointed without
regard to chapter 76; provided that transient

accommodations tax revenues allocated to the fund
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shall be expended as provided in section

[23+B—6-5+{B+53+] 237D-6.5(b) (6);

To repurchase any land, including improvements, in the
exercise by the board of any right of repurchase
specifically reserved in any patent, deed, lease, or
other documents or as provided by léw;

For the payment of all appraisal fees; provided that
all fees reimbursed to the board shall be deposited in
the fund;

For the payment of publication notices as required
under this chapter; provided that all or a portion of
the expenditures may be charged to the purchaser or
lessee of public lands or any interest therein under
rules adopted by the board;

For the management, maintenance, and development of
trails and trail accesses under the jurisdiction of
the department;

For the payment to private land developers who have
contracted with the board for development of public

lands under section 171-60;

40
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(8) For the payment of debt service on revenue bonds
issued by the department, and the establishment of
debt service and other reserves deemed necessary by
the board;

(9) To reimburse the general fund for debt service on
general obligation bonds issued to finance
departmental projects, where the bonds are designated
to be reimbursed from the special land and development
fund;

(10) For the protection, planning, management, and

regulation of water resources under chapter 174C; and
(11) For other purposes of this chapter."
PART VIII

SECTION 11. There is appropriated out of the general
revenues of the State of Hawaii the sum of $ or so
much thereof as may be necessary for fiscal year 2020-2021 to be
deposited into the travelers screening special fund established
pursuant to section 325-G, Hawaii Revised Statutes.

SECTION 12. There is appropriated out of the travelers

screening special fund the sum of $ or so much thereof
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as may be necessary for fiscal year 2020-2021 to carry out the
purposes of this Act.

The sum appropriated shall be expended by the department of
health for the purposes of this Act.

SECTION 13. 1In codifying the new sections added by
sections 2 and 3 of this Act, the revisor of statutes shall
substitute appropriate section numbers for the letters used in
designating the new sections in this Act.

SECTION 14. Statutory material to be repealed is bracketed
and stricken. New statutory material is underscored.

SECTION 15. This Act shall take effect upon its approval.
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Report Title:

DOH; Communicable or Dangerous Diseases; Screening; Monitoring;
Penalties; Quarantine; Isolation; Appropriation

Description:

Authorizes the Department of Health to screen, test, and monitor
travelers. Provides for penalties for noncompliance. Amends
and adds definitions and procedural and administrative
provisions in chapter 325, Hawaii Revised Statutes. Establishes
a travelers screening special fund. Allocates funds from
transient accommodations tax revenues. Provides an
appropriation. (Proposed SD1)

The summary description of legislation appearing on this page is for informational purposes only and is
not legislation or evidence of legislative intent.
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HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:38:09 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
Maaza Christos -
Mekuria Individual Oppose No
Comments:

The law being proposed appears to me to be a very draconian law that only belongs in
Totalitarian govenmentss such Communist China and North Korea. It creates a Public
Health Czar that has powers any tryrant would envy. The granted powers include such
provisions " "Quarantine" means the physical separation, including the restriction of
movement or confinement of individuals or groups believed to have been exposed to a
communicable or dangerous disease, or who otherwise have or create a potential risk of
transmitting a communicable or dangerous disease to others from individuals who are
believed not to have been exposed or infected” by virtual suspiscion of the "Director"” .

In my view this law is highly contradictory and offensive to the Aloha traditions of Hawalii
and the Hawaiian people. HB2502 robs persons of privacy as to how to conduct
themselves in individual liberty, responsibility and security.

It is a threat to families and groups that would be subjected to "percieved infection” just
by one individual or his subordinates. There is no end to this what can be only be
considered a "Tyranny by Decree".

It makes the tourism industry that is already highly affected by the current closures to be
permanently and irreparably damaged and curtailed. This is not time to make the lives
of persons both inside and coming from outside hard and distressing. We need to be
smart at dealing with this issue instead of rushing into travel restrsictions, and infringing
into individual spaces, by imposing draconian measures.

Please stop this unconstitutional invasion of privacy and freedom of travel. The
proposed HB2502 HD1 law is anti-liberty, anti-business and anti-travelers and ultimately
anti-Hawaii.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:38:16 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Allie Weigel || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| do not believe in madatory vaccinations for adult individual citizens in order to work or
attend school.



From: Jeanne Vana

To: CPH Testimony
Subject: HB 2502 Today @ 9:30 am
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 12:23:57 AM

Oppose HB2502

Mabhalo,
Jeanne Vana
808 389-6255

Please accept this email testimony submittal.
Experiencing online sign in problems
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HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:41:01 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Danica Chorman || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This is Tyranny



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:44:12 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Andrea Kaleiohi || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

As a mother of four children on the island of Kauai, | strongly oppose Bill HB2502. Our
families’s health is more valuable than the tourist dollar. This Bill is putting our rights into
someone’s else’s hands and | don'’t believe this is the answer to the pandemic. We will
not be guinea pigs and be possibly forced into receiving a vaccine that is still in
developing stages. As a state we should all become more locally sustainable so we

aren’t completely reliant on tourism to survive.
Mabhalo,

Andrea Kaleiohi



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:47:35 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Jenny Woodward || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| am a Hawai'i resident with children and Kupuna under my care. | strongly oppose

HB2502 HD1.



From: Jennifer Dustow

To: CPH Testimony
Subject: Testimony for hb2502
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 9:13:10 AM

1. This bill is mandating that all travelers be subjected to testing, screening, contact tracing,
etc when they get off a plane here in HI which violates our rights to freely travel while
threatening us with excessive fines.

2. the Director of Health has the sole authority to deem any emergency without other
governmental oversight

3.the director of health can "take any action as deemed necessary" to prevent, prepare,
respond, mitigate, recover from a serious outbreak of communicable or dangerous disease.
The terms "any action deemed necessary" is too broad and can mean anything. The director is
not a doctor but an appointed official, not elected. He will do what he is told.

4. mandatory testing, contact tracing, quarantine, screening, isolation of travelers violate our
constitutional rights and the HI constitutional rights to privacy.

5.the mandatory presentation of personal, health & demographic info can be misused,
improperly secured or improperly disposed, entered into a CDC or DOH database without
your knowledge or consent, used for unknown reasons, for any length of time, or for
undisclosed purposes.

6. the length of the emergency, 90 days, can be continuously extended, as the director sees fit.
Example, the governor has extended his proclamation 9 times.

7. the bill allows sections 325-A of HB 2502, HD1, SD1 to automatically become interim
rules thus excluding all HI citizens from testifying or participating in the rule making process
as required by Ch 91 and Chapter 201M

8. The DOH has the sole authority to change these interim rules whenever they want through
December 31, 2026, without public input which means that the DOH will have absolute
power over your health, travel, school entry and another state programs that will be affected
by HB2502 HD1, SD1

9. You or any traveller can be quarantined or isolated at your own expense which could
become excessive if you do not have insurance

10. the $5000 penalty for violating these rules is excessive and unfair compared to other
misdemeanors

11. Although the bill states that all information will be confidential, there are no penalties or
fines if the information is released, or disclosed either accidentally or purposefully, similar to
the fines and penalties in HIPAA laws.

12. There is a great possibility that legislators, city and county officials, and other government


mailto:dustow@yahoo.com
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

officials will NOT be subjected to these draconian rules thus making us second-class citizens!

Sincerely
Dr Jennifer Dustow

Lanai City, Hawaii



From: Jerry

To: CPH Testimony
Subject: Re: HB2502 SD1 - | oppose this proposed legislation
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 11:09:34 AM

I strongly oppose this legislation.

Jerry Brocklehurst
3917 Kilohana St.
Kalaheo, HI 96741

Cell: (808) 346-7967



mailto:jerry@brockmarketing.com
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From: Jesse A. Orebaugh

To: CPH Testimony

Subject: HB2502 HD1, SD1

Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 9:44:56 AM
OPPOSE!

Aloha,

Jesse Orebaugh


mailto:Jesse@Orebaugh.net
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Laura Brown

To: CPH Testimony

Subject: HB2502 SD1 In Opposition

Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 9:25:36 AM
DATE: Thursday, June 25, 2020
TIME: 9:30 AM
PLACE: Conference Room 229

Honorable Sen. Baker:

I am in opposition to the proposed bill HB2502 SD1. Allowing the director of the Department of
Health to be the sole person in charge of declaring a health emergency, perhaps indefinitely, defies
current law that places that responsibility on the governor, an elected official.

Travelers, faced with the prospect of 14 day quarantine at their expense, will likely not travel to
Hawaii at all. This is proven currently by the extremely low visitor count under the governor’s
mandate.

Tests have been shown to be highly inaccurate with both false positives and false negatives.
Requiring a traveler to contest their quarantine by civil suit within 10 days is beyond reasonable.
Newspapers and travel blogs warning travelers to stay away from Hawaii, where they will be treated
like illegal immigrants, jailed and deported, has already ruined Hawaii as the Aloha State. It will not
be easy to make a comeback, as travelers will find much friendlier destinations.

Please do not pass this bill.

Mahalo,

Laura Brown
808-351-6301
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From: info

To: CPH Testimony
Subject: URGENT......... HB 2502 Relating to Health TESTIMONY IN STRONG OPPOSITION
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 10:28:17 AM

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Mary Dressler
DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good afternoon,
My name is Mary Dressler and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Hawaii. My physical address is (redacted for privacy), Pahoa, HI 96778. After reading

HB2502 and current testimony, I am WI’I'[Iﬂg my
testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United States
Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly regarded
and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an apparently
healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a quarantine facility,
solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of
infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department
would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of spreading
infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the State or Department
of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before removing their personal
freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to a
quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed in a
facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease, and
thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect
them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.
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Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat to
the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of food,
lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the individual's
health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against their will
without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation as
to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is so
large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United States
Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and require an
individual to be part of a group without the individual’'s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then be
shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and should
remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may include
the sharing of the information between or among the department, other governmental
agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other than
public health. Per the Bill,
“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special
fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt
service on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses
related to the issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire
the conservation easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for
the protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the
State, until the bonds are fully amortized;
(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S3;
(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under
section 2018—11;
(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000
shall be expended from the tourism special fund for development and
implementation of initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs



and increased travel opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the
operation of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and
dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub
—account in the tourism special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.

Mary Dressler

Hawaii Assembl
Are you tired of all the corruption ?


http://www.hawaiiassembly.org/
http://www.signinamerica.com/

From: Nani Wright

To: CPH Testimony
Subject: HB2502 SD1
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 9:31:16 AM

| STRONGLY OPPOSE THIS BILL.


mailto:calw59@gmail.com
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Nayeva florie

To: CPH Testimon
Subject: No to HB2502 SD1
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 9:15:23 AM

| oppose house bill 2502 sd1

This bill proposes to give the DOH authority to declare an emergency with no time constraints, also giving them
authority to call the shots instead of our Governor. This also makes the DOH exempt from chapter 91: this means
DOH can mandate C19 vaccine without for all school kids of the general public without public input or proper
legislation as long as the emergency is declared by the DOH.

For travelers this bill also proposes mandatory testing and contract tracing, quarantine,and leaves the door open to
other procedures being implemented ie quarantine camps during declare public emergency by DOH.

No on HB2502 SD1


mailto:nayeva1@gmail.com
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: setthach77@gmail.com

To: CPH Testimony
Subject: Bill# HB2502 HD1/SD1
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 12:09:59 AM

Bill# HB2502 HD1/SD1
Committee CPH
Hearing date 6/25/20 @ 9:30am rm 229

Dear CPH committee,
My name is Set Thach-Craig and | oppose bill HB2502 HD1/SD1. | believe this bill infringes on my constitutional

rights as a citizen of this country. No institutions as the right to impose such laws upon its citizens. | strongly reject
this bill.

Sincerely,
Set Thach-Craig.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:setthach77@gmail.com
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Cheri

To: CPH Testimony

Subject: HB2502

Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 12:58:50 PM
Importance: High

This is opposition testimony for the

HB2502 SD1 IT MUST be STOPPED!

This is a “ gut & replace” bill! Legal in Hawaii. They took a completely different bill, that had
ALREADY passed several House committees earlier before COVID shutdown, gutted the
language, added this nightmare, and carried on to the next committee in June 2020. It’s a total
sham!

total tyranny!

Covid had NEVER been Isolated in a Lab!! why ??
because it is the common cold look it in the AMA DICTIONARY

The test was never meant for Covid just basic viral activity.

97% of people vaccinated are Sterlized ... thanksto Bill Gates!

TOTAL DOMINANCE AND CONTROL Of HUMANITY! | DO NOT CONSENT!


mailto:cheri@freedomprivacy.com
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

From: Omra Kubby

To: CPH Testimony
Subject: Opposition of bill HB2502-sd1
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 11:48:20 AM

Aloha, I am writing in concern for the Bill ( HB2502 -SD1. | am highly opposed to every idea
there within. | believe this would be a bad move for our Island and State. Thank you, Omra
Kubby

Blessings and gratitude Omra


mailto:omraart@gmail.com
mailto:CPHTestimony@capitol.hawaii.gov

HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:52:21 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization -Iggssflt?oer: PIZiZ??r:gat
| Brendorcha Keliikipi || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Brendorcha Keliikipi

DATE: Tuesday, June 23, 2020

Good morning,

My name is Brendorcha Keliikipi and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the
County of Honolulu. I reside in Waianae, HI 96792. After reading HB2501 and current
testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to
Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined



how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may



include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:53:14 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| michael sagert || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| absolutely oppose such language in our free state.

This Bill is another example of the tyranny that has been slowly implemented throughout
liberal states.

OPPOSE,OPPOSE



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:53:38 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Mary Taefu || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1 as it is unconstitutional and violating many of our rights.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:56:24 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Janice Giles || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HDL1. It's our choice what we put in our bodies. According to
the CDC 99.75% of COVID cases recover.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 6:59:46 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Lloyd Faulkner || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| oppose mandatory testing when flying into Hawai'i. This is too much overstep by Gov
lge. He needs to open up HI soon.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:02:33 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Pat Beekman || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

This bill imposes restrictions over a person's sovereignty over his own body and
freedom of movement that are unacceptable. People traveling on business or for
pleasure should not be subjected to mandatory testing, especially if the tests have been
manufactured in China, not a friendly country, or some other country with low safety
standards. One of the COVID-19 tests, which appears to be the most prevalent, of a
long Q-tip high up one’s nose is unacceptably invasive, made worse by the fact that
such tests are mostly, if not all, made in China, a country in the news for its aggressive
actions against the U.S. and poor safety standards besides.

The legislature has no business abdicating its responsibility to support the welfare and
happiness of Hawaii's citizens by passing it on to the head of the Department of Health,
who is unelected.

The preceding are just a couple of the problems to be found in HB2502 HD1, which is
poorly thought out, based on opinion and rumor heavily influenced by COVID-19 rather
than facts, and an appalling power grab by government.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:02:42 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| seagem fix || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:04:00 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Amanda Lopez || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| am a proud resident of Hawaii and | strongly oppose giving power to the department of
health to declare emergencies, take any action to prevent disease, release confidential
medical info, use officers or law enforcement to enforce emergency declarations.

| believe there should be a process that will give the best interest of the community
rather than give 100% power to the health department or director to do as please as
long as it declares emergency action. Our constitutional rights are being stripped away
with this bill.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:05:17 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jill Coombs || Individual || Support || No
Comments:

| urge you to support this bill. It is important to protect our population and lower the risk
of covid transmission.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:05:51 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Jen Bennett || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose bill HB 2502 HD1 !!!!

It goes against many God given freedoms/ rights and of those written in the United
States constitution. This bill is a travesty. From beginning to end it is looking to infringe
on people privacy, health, and freedoms. There needs to be more accountability within
the language of this bill. To give all authority to the Director of Health and bypass the
public and private democratic process is a gross overreach and misappropriation of
power.

| am disturbed by the way this bill proposes to control people in the name of health and
safety.

| could go on for hours on all that is wrong with this bill let alone the illegality of it all.
Needless to say, | oopose this bill. Do not pass!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:06:09 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Kristen Coles || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| oppose the amendments made to this bill due to excessive overreach by the DOH
without government oversight. This bill appears to profit off of the potential quarantine of
individuals without returning that money back to healthcare for the state. | also have
concerns of imposing upon the freedoms of residents of this state who should have
options made available for them to get tested for the disease so that they can safely

travel as necessary.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:07:10 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Jennifer Heagney || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:08:42 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| krystlelyn ramos || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:10:57 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

: L Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Michelle Maghanoy || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| think it is important to remember the keiki and their keiki. Maybe the intentions of the
now are good but to give away the rights of our future generations, for your
grandchildren and their children. I think it's only right to give them the option to die in
their own peace and gods way. | hope you consider these words as a personal path to
an oath to not just your family, but humanity. Aloha.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:11:48 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Devon Palermo || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| don't support any action that would require mandatory vaccination for the population
during times of distress/emergency.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:11:48 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Diane Kitahara || Individual || Oppose || Yes
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: Diane Kitahara

DATE: Wednesday, June 24,202

Good afternoon,

My name is Diane Kitahara and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the County of
Honolulu. My physical address is 95-146 Kipapa Dr #9 Mililani,HI 96789. After reading
HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to
HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.



Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and
require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”



| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:12:21 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Shanee' Canne || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD 1!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:12:42 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

. s Testifier Present at
Submitted By Organization Position Hearing
| Tonya Marie Miller || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:13:03 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| jaymes werner || Individual || Oppose || No

Comments:



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:13:19 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Bryan Daguio || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

I am writing my testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the United
States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal of such highly
regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary. According to the bill, an
apparently healthy individual can be removed from their home and remanded to a
quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are “deemed by the department to be ...
at higher risk of infection, or at risk for spreading infection.” However, it is not defined
how the department would determine if an individual or group of people would be at a
“higher risk of spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof
by the State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat
before removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection within the
guarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person to be remanded to
a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater (undefined) risk of spreading
infection, even though the person is not presently infected. This person could be placed
in a facility with other individuals who may actually be carrying an infectious disease,
and thereby contract the very infectious disease from which the state was supposed to
protect them. There are also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals
once they are remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be held in
guarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is actually a threat
to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the costs of
food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid by the
individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or family against
their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat, without any limitation
as to how long they could be held, and charge the individual an uncapped and
undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly seems in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States which expressly guarantees an individual’s right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1) The
number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or isolation is
so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This undermines the United
States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A person may have extenuating
circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore the individual complaints and



require an individual to be part of a group without the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that would then
be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been protected by HIPPA and
should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt, and use of the information may
include the sharing of the information between or among the department, other
governmental agencies, and private entities under contract with the department.”
| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes other
than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special fund
beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of debt service
on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing expenses related to the
issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used to acquire the conservation
easement and other real property interests in Turtle Bay, Oahu, for the protection,
preservation, and enhancement of natural resources important to the State, until the
bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under section
2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation of a
Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5 per cent of
the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism special fund to
provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony

Bryan Daguio



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:13:34 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Hailey Getchell || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1 because it is unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:14:25 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Tiare Nobrega || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1!



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:16:14 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Chelle Galarza || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| am a Maui resident. | strongly oppose this bill HB2502 HD1. | do not feel the DOH
should maintain such powers to monitor travelers. It is an over step of their duties.It is a
constitutional right to travel freely and this bill is not constitutional. Travelers should be
treated with aloha not required to pass tests and be treated like criminals when

visiting. There should be a due process and the public should be well informed of the

standards that are being set.

Mahalo, Chelle Galarza



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:16:42 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;iztl?:lc?r: PLZSa?mgat
| Reina Dawn || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

State of Hawaii House of Representatives
Committee on Consumer Protection and Commerce
HB 2502 Relating to Health

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

TESTIFIER: TIFFANY BEARD

DATE: Wednesday, June 24, 2020

Good afternoon,

My name is TIFFANY BEARD and | am a resident of the State of Hawaii in the
County of Hawaii. My physical address is *******xxxkix (radacted for privacy),
Kea'au, HI 96749. After reading HB2501 and current testimony, | am writing my
testimony in STRONG OPPOSITION to HB2502 related to Health.

The bill removes numerous personal freedoms, which are guaranteed by the
United States Constitution, without meeting the burden of proof that the removal
of such highly regarded and well protected freedoms would be necessary.
According to the bill, an apparently healthy individual can be removed from their
home and remanded to a quarantine facility, solely on suspicion, if they are
“deemed by the department to be ... at higher risk of infection, or at risk for
spreading infection.” However, it is not defined how the department would
determine if an individual or group of people would be at a “higher risk of
spreading infection” and the Bill does not provide for any burden of proof by the



State or Department of Health to demonstrate that a person is truly a threat before
removing their personal freedoms.

Another significant point of concern is the potential for exposure and infection
within the quarantine facility. The bill would allow for a perfectly healthy person
to be remanded to a quarantine facility solely on suspicion of having a greater
(undefined) risk of spreading infection, even though the person is not presently
infected. This person could be placed in a facility with other individuals who may
actually be carrying an infectious disease, and thereby contract the very
infectious disease from which the state was supposed to protect them. There are
also no safeguards specified in the bill to protect individuals once they are
remanded to the quarantine facility.

Additionally, there appears to be no limit set on how long an individual can be
held in quarantine or isolation without the burden of proof that the individual is
actually a threat to the community.

The act states that “Each individual quarantined shall be responsible for the
costs of food, lodging, and medical care, except for those costs covered and paid
by the individual's health plan.” With this Bill, the state could hold a person or
family against their will without providing any proof that they are actually a threat,
without any limitation as to how long they could be held, and charge the
individual an uncapped and undisclosed amount of money to do so. This hardly
seems in accordance with the Constitution of the United States which expressly
guarantees an individual’s right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

According to the bill, “the court may order the consolidation of claims where: (1)
The number of individuals involved or to be affected by an order of quarantine or
isolation is so large as to render individual participation impractical”. This
undermines the United States Constitutional protection of individual liberties. A
person may have extenuating circumstances, but the court could decide to ignore
the individual complaints and require an individual to be part of a group without
the individual’s express consent.

| am also deeply concerned by, and expressly object to, the invasion of privacy in
mandating medical disclosure forms at both arrival and departure points that
would then be shared with private entities. Health privacy has long been
protected by HIPPA and should remain so. Text from the Bill, “Collection, receipt,



and use of the information may include the sharing of the information between or
among the department, other governmental agencies, and private entities under
contract with the department.”

| also expressly object to the use of funds collected under the bill for purposes
other than public health. Per the Bill,

“(2) $1,500,000 shall be allocated to the Turtle Bay conservation easement special
fund beginning July 1, 2015, for the reimbursement to the state general fund of
debt service on reimbursable general obligation bonds, including ongoing
expenses related to the issuance of the bonds, the proceeds of which were used
to acquire the conservation easement and other real property interests in Turtle
Bay, Oahu, for the protection, preservation, and enhancement of natural
resources important to the State, until the bonds are fully amortized;

(3) $16,500,000 shall be allocated to the convention center enterprise special fund
established under section 201B—S8;

(4) $79,000,000 shall be allocated to the tourism special fund established under
section 2018—11;

(A) Beginning on July 1, 2012, and ending on June 30, 2015, $2,000,000 shall be
expended from the tourism special fund for development and implementation of
initiatives to take advantage of expanded Visa programs and increased travel
opportunities for international visitors to Hawaii;

(B) Of the $79,000,000 allocated: (i) $1,000,000 shall be allocated for the operation
of a Hawaiian center and the museum of Hawaiian music and dance; and (ii) 0.5
per cent of the $79,000,000 shall be transferred to a sub—account in the tourism
special fund to provide funding for a safety”

Thank you for hearing my testimony AGAINST HB 2502.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:16:47 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| nick || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1. To mandate vaccines is unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:17:49 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| james coles || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

| strongly oppose this amendment. To set up a profitable process to fund non essential,
non medical debts with full non goverment control is asinine and dangerous. Setting non
defined rights to detain & isolate is wrong. | am appauled this type of bill is even being
presented. This is definitely not the path we want to be going down and will not be

accepted by a free and democratic society.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:17:57 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| leona zackrison || Individual || Oppose || No |
Comments:

The measures of interfering with a person's right and responsibility appear to be
removed in this bill; the clarity in rsponse to seemingly one source is vague and appears

to lean towards being unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:18:08 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| oilipua sekona || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose this bill



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:18:40 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Michelle Mazzetti || Individual || Support || No |
Comments:
Aloha Kakou,

Thank you for convening in order to adress this unprecidented situation within our State
and Country, | am writing you from Kamuela where we have Four ICU beds available to
treat Covid-19 patients.

Hawai'i has a disproportionately high amount of "at risk" individuals. On average 13% of
Hawaii residents have diabetes and sadly it affects those of Hawaiian, Japanese and
Filipino and other pacific islander populations almost three times as much as
caucasians. The percentage of the at-rist demographic only increases when you factor
in our Elderly population.

| know this is a time of struggle for many businesses, but we are doing this for all the
people we love-- our Keiki and our Kupuna! Native Hawaiians are disproportionately
homeless, sex trafficked, and now at risk for COVID-19. We need to stand together for
their sake! We can't let this become another instance of whats currently happening in
the Navajo Nation.

Ultimately, what is the percentage of tourists that will travel mid-pandemic and how
does that compare to the amount of local people who will withdraw from the economy
as soon as the threat has returned? It can already be seen in states on the East Coast
that spikes from tourism are driving the local at-risk customers back into their homes. |
know once active cases return to the big island I'm going back to avoiding restaurants
and stores which are just now beginning to reopen.

Statistically, the economic impact of the death of local individuals will more greatly
impact the state's economy in in the long run-- people who live, work and spend money
every day in Hawaii-- compared to the tourist family who will come here for a week,
spend money, and leave until next year.

Our state has generated billions of dollars of revenue for Tourism based businesses
over the last decades. The fact that many of these businesses, despite the booming



economy, lack a contingency fund to get them through the next several months until a
vaccine or better treatment is not the burden our people should bear.

Respectfully,

Michelle Ashley Mazzetti



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:19:00 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization ;i::':r: PLZSa?mgat
| Sydney Kahiamoe || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitted on: 6/24/2020 7:19:25 AM
Testimony for CPH on 6/25/2020 9:30:00 AM

Submitted By Organization Test'nfler Present at
Position Hearing
| Dave Rodriguez || Individual || Oppose || No
Comments:

| strongly oppose HB2502 HD1 because it is unconstitutional.



HB-2502-HD-1
Submitt